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THE 


PREFACE. 


OO N after DrBentley’s Differtationcame 
~ out, ET wascalla away into Wreland, toar- 
tend the Parliament there. The Publick 

— Bufinefs, and my own private affairs, de- 
tain d me a great whilein that Kingdoms elfe the 
World (hould have had a much Earlier account of 
Him, and bis Performance. For tho’ Fle took 
above two Years te make his Learned Reflections 
ow Phalaris ; yee Two A4onths would have beew 
enough to have fhown him, that he is bus a weak 
Champion in-avery frivolous Canfe. 

I fpeak not this out of any vain defign of fering 
np for a Quick Writer, bur meerly 20 avoia being 
thought to bave thrown away any confiderable pars 
of my life upon fo trifting a fubjel? 2 which, as Tale 
aman as I am, is aa Imputation I would not wil= 
lingly ie under. | 

I little imagiv d ever.to have been engag’d ta a 
Difpute of this nature. 1 am not over-fond of Con= 
troverfie even where the Posts debated may be 
thought of fome importance 4 but intrivial matters, 
and fuch-as Mankind is not at all concerm Ain, me= 
thinks itis unpardonable. ‘Thisjever fisce I came to 
have any Opinions of my own,pas been one of “ex sand 
is ftill, tho I amuntucktly at prefent brought to ack 
contrary to it. But the C afé is this——Dy Bent- 
ley bas been pleas'd, with fone marmth to falé foxt 
on an Edition and Ver(iow ef Phalatis’s mae 
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that I fome years finceoffer'd to the World. > He 
has taken a great deal of Good-natur'd pains to 
prove, that I bad been very foolifhly bufying my felf 
upon a Contemptible and Spurious Author. and 
had.made abad Book muchworfeby-a very tl Edie 
ti0m.of it. J wass very sToung,: when I Appear'd 
Onthat occafion 5 andl appear'd cathersas.one that 
wiflrd well to Learning than profe[s'd it 5 ana for 
both-thefereafons promisd my felf good wfage from 
‘he meniof more profound Skill. inxfuch matters 
Di Bentley. was fenfiblerhat his Criticif{ms- mould 
lie under. fome. difadvantage on this:aceoiut 5 aud 
therefore, to excufe bis makiag fo free with the 
Edition, was pleasd to make yersfreer with Ade 
and, according to His Breeding, 10 tell Mée, and 
all the World, that I bad fet my name toa Book, 
which did not belong to me. 

The. firft of thefe Reflections bad trcore fiagle, 
! could eafily have neglettea: had he ftopd there, 
1 would have left the Boak to fhife foritsfelf, and 
thm to.thegood opinion be has of his own perfor- 
manceéss without endeavouring tovleffenvite: But 
whtabecarried bis Criticifms fo far as ‘to affert,, 
vot-only of Phalaris, butshis Editor too). that they 
neither of "em wrote what was afcribedtorem > he 
gave me-fo plain, and.fo publick an Affrouts that I 
could nor, with any tolerable. regard to my Reputa- 
thony.quietly put itup. Thus.was:Tmuch againft 
my inclinations, broughtsato. the Lifts. « Lt-was 
neceffary. for me to fay. fomething in defence of my 
Selfsand when I did fo,] thought it would be judged 
proper for me to fay fomething too im defence of my 
Author sand to enquire intoithe juftaefsofthofeCri- 
tici{ms which Dr Bentley has advancedonthis oc- 
cafions, and which, I forefam, wor abe took’d upon, 
asin fome meafure aim dat Ate, tho’ hey did not 
cteadly belong to me. a We 
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T have not eny. where in my Book afferted, thar 
the Epiftles, which carry Phalaris’s RAMC, Are 
Genuine 5 and I am not therefore engag’d to defend 
theix Reputation agam/r the Attacks of Dr Bent- 
ley, or any other pérfon, who, by the help of Let- 
fure and Lexitons, flail fer up for a Critic in this 
pont. But, as Phave.not undertaken for their be- 
ing Genuine ; foneither have I, with a decifive and 
affuming air, pronoune’d ‘em Spuriow. “Texprefs'd 
my felf with that Caution and Referve in this mat- 
ter, which I thought became a Young Writer, who 
mas fenfible, that the beft ard ableft Judges were 
divided in their opinions about it: and I thought it 
would be avery Indecent part in Me, to make my 
Jelf a Fudge berween’em. 

But\I was chiefly induc’d to obferve thefe meaz 
Jures, by the Regard I had for the moft Accom- 
plifh’'d Writer of the Age, whom I never think 
of, without calling to mind thofe happy Lines of 
Lucretius, | 

~~ Quem Tu, Dea, Tempore in omni 
Omnibus ornatum voluifti excellere rebus. 


aCharatter, which, I dare fay, Memmius did 
not better deferve than Sir William Temple. He 
had openly declar’d in favour of theEpiftles :. and 
the Nicery of bisTalte was never; think, difpu- 
ted by Such as had-any' themfelves. I quoted his 
Words with that ve{peét which is dueto ev'ry thing 
_ that comes from him? but muft nom beg his pardon 
— for it 5 for Ihave by this means, I find, drawn 
him into a {hare of Dr Bentley’s ai/pleafure: who 
has kevenpon given himfelf the trouble of writing 
_ almoft fourfcore pages folemuly to difprove that Onc 
of Sir William’s which he bas prefix’d'to his Ap- 
pendix 5 and which, to give him myepinion of bis 
whole 
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whole Book at once, is the only govd Page there. 

FT am therefore the rather inclin’d to, give Dr 
Bentley’s Reflections a Due Examination, on Sir 
William Temple’s account 5, upon whom I fo un- 
happily occafion’d this Storm of Criticif{m to fall. 
In truth, for a Man who has been fo great an Or- 
aament to Learning, he has had ftrange ufage from 
Sowie who are Retainers to it. He had fet the 
world a Pateern of mixing Wit with Reafon, Sound 
Kuowledge with Good Manners and of making 
the one ferve to recommend and fet off the: other = 
but his Copy-has aot been at all follow’d by thofe 


thar have writ againft him, in a very rough way, 


and without thatRefpeét which was due both to Fits 


Charatter, and their Owae 
I wilt not pretend to determine, on which fide, tn 
thofe Difputes, the Truth lies: only thus much I wilt 
venture to [ay of ems that, lee Sir W. Tobe as 
auch out in fome of his Opinions as hes veprefented 
to be, yet They, who read both fides, wih be apt to 
fall in with Tully’s Opinion of Plato, andfay, Cum 
Ilo Ego mehercle errare malim quam cum itis 
Scriptoribus vera fentire: J bad rather be fo 
“Elandjomly mift aken as He ts, if, be be mifiaken,, 
shan be fo Rudely and Dully va the,right, as. Some 
‘of bis Oppofers, allowing em to be inthe right, are. 
There mas alfo another Confideration that deter- 
sund me to write. Dr Bentley's Reflections were 
inaerfivod to.go further than either Sir William 
Femple, or my Self 5 aud to be levell’d.at_ a Lear- 
ned Society,ia which L hadthe happine/sto be edss- 
cated: and which Dy Bentley 1s fuppos’d to at- 
cack ander thofe General Terms of Our New Edi- 
tors, Our Annotators, aad. Thofe Great, Ge- 
gius’s with whom Learning, thatis leaving the 
werid, has.taken wp her daft Refidence. 
By 
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The PREFACE 
By thefe, and fuchexpreffions as thefe, with which 


| his Familiar Epiftle abounds, be would infivuateas 


if Phalaris, as flight @ piece as at is, had been made 
up by contribution from feveral bands, and. were the 
Foint Work of that Exunent Body. But i chisist 
does me too great an honour 3 and. Tm almoft ten 


| pred to take it, as Terence did the agreeable Re- 
| proach of Leelius and Scipio's writing his Plays for 


bie 3 neither:to own, nor deny it. » Bur Terence 


 mrote what might have become thofe Noble Pens 3 


qnathereforé did noinjury to their Reputation when 
he favourd thar miftake: whereas f fhou'd beex- 
trednly to blame, if I fhou’d fuffer a Report to [pread 
tothe difadvantage of fo many Excellent Men. 
think my felf therefore oblig’d ro declare,thar what- 
everthe.Faulesof Phalaris are, they are Mine 5 
and\I alone am anfwerable for them. There isa 
very Deferving Gentleman indeed, who had alittle 
before been the Direttor of my Studies,and was thée 


My Particular Friend to whom I have acknowledg= 


ments to make onthis occafion. I confulted him up= 
on any difficulty, becanfe I thought it not proper for 
one of my Age to offer any thing to thePublic with 
out tonfalting:Some-body. I wifh I bad advis’d oft- 
ser with bim, forthen my Book would have beer 
snuck more correct. But excepting Him, no one had 
athand init’; nay, foarce a line was ever feen by 
any-body elfe\as-I know of, till it was finif'd. ' And 
now Ihave confefs'd thus much,I don’t careif Town 


a little further co Dr Bentley, that I bave been 
again obligdtothe Same perfon for bis Affiftance . 


in-confultiag fome Books in the Oxford Libraries 
atmy requeft, which in the Places where I have 
been, were not at all, or not eafily, to be met with. 
The Dr may make what advantages of this be 
thinks fit I affiwre him, I wiltnever recriminate : 
for 


* 
S.A, ° — 


The PREFACE. 


for I declare to the World, thar J fincerely believe 
the Dr’s Differtation is entirelybisown, both as to 
Matter and Drefs' and that no.Friend whatever, 
no not Mr Wotton bimfelf; had any band. invir. 
The. happy Genius. of fome Authors will for ever 
fecure?em from all Scandals of this.nature: L exence: 
indeed was fufpetted, but Bavitsand. Meevius wex 
ver were. Dry Bentley has induftrioufly contrived: 
to lead his Reader into this Miftakes; imaginings I 
fuppofe, thatthe Conqueft sould bave been too cheap 
for a man of bis Rankin Letters, uilefs:be engagds, 
like the Fiero of 4, Romance, with great unmbers: at\ 
once. But fome men have rbouight themfelves Fle~ 
roes that were nor, und fome that were, have aniftas 

ken theix \ivengthy, and ‘in éatherof thefe cafes have 
come off but. fotrvilys, <The D2, ‘Em\fure, moulds 
have been made.wévy fen fible-of thts an, the prefent. 
Debate; had\not Lbéen kinder toshiméthan Ae was- 
to Himfelf, and fiepe. in, as Lthoughrak-becaine wiess 
between. Lim and, theguft r efentmermsofthat Dears. 
ned Body... Twere pity that, anyvof thofe worthy 

Men, who know fomell. hom,toemploystheir hours, 

fhould be diverted froithe.purfine of QfefulKnow- 

ledges into fucli, Trivial, Enguiriessas-thefes «The 

Di/pute. began-between Dr Bentley, and Me's and 


"0 deal < 
tis fit that We Two fbould end itso Site 
T have a Requeftso Such asphall givethemfelaie ss 
the. Trouble. of. penufing Thefes Paper sy.thiar they» 
Tok «TY. +1 : £ : . 
would do Me, aad Dr Bentleys she fufticeta com: 
pare “city Paragraph by Paragyaph;. with Fits Dif. 
pevegtyous. The A ask 45,a,litthe areafonable, cons 
fidering the Length of. cheDifpute 5 Gide 2t05 neceffan 
75.1” order to forve atrue judgenéat of \the Lerfors 
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Dr. BENT Lays Diflertation ! 
UPON. THE 


Epiftlesof Phalaris, &c. 
EXAMIN D. 


“™, R Bentley, in the Piece Iam about 

¥, to examine, among feveral other 
Liberties, has taken this, of wri- 
ting without any Method. Great 
Genius’s indeéd are above ordina- 
ry Rules: butit wou'd ill become fo unknown 


a VIEL 2S lam, to exempt my felf from 
| em; and diherstore I fhall obferve a method in a 


anfwering him. | 
Ithink moft of the {catterr’d Remarks he 

| has made, in that particular Differtation 

| which relates. to Phalaris, will come under 

| one of thefe Three Heads ; They are either 

fome Arguments, which he ‘has urged for the ( 

Spurioufnefs of the Epa ifiles 5 or fome Faults i 

| which he a found with my Edition and 

Verfion of ’em 4 or fome Adatters of Pal? 

| B which 


- a 
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Dry Bentley’s Differtation upon the 


‘which he has related, as the Grounds of his- 


eevifh Quarrel. 

Thefe “Taft he has thrown into an odd 
corner of his Book, as it were out of fight ; 
and plac’d *em inthe Rear of all his Learned 
Arguments. One woud imagine, by the Poff 
he has given ’em, that he ‘diftrufted their 
ftrength; or that he wrote his Book firft, and 
found Reafons for it afterwards, However 
that may be, I think my felf oblig’d to clear 
up this Point in the firft place, by fetting 
thofe Matters of Faé in their true light,which 
Dr Bentley has extreamly cifguis’d : and then 
twill be time to confider the wonderful Proofs 
he has produc’d on his fide, and the AGighty 
Miftakes he hasthought fit to charge me with. 


sini out four or five Years ago, the worthy 
an of Chriffchurch, Dr Aldrich (of whofe 
alle gel was then a Member) defir’d me to 
lertake an Edition of Phalaris. 1 cowd 
eny Him nothing, to whom I ow’d fo much ; 
id therefore as unfit as I thought my felf 
or fuch a Task, I undertook it. In order 
°) > it, a Manufcript Phalarisin the King’s Li- | 
wry was to be confulted. It was of no Age 
- Worth, [ heard, being written but Juft 
fore the seftauration of Letters; however 
it wasa Manufes ript, and therefore not to be 
n eglected , efpecially fince we had no ancient 
opies, eit her in England, ot any where elfe, 
th: at coud | hear of. I fentto Mr Bennet 
my Bookfeller in London, to get the Manu- 
fcript, and defir’d him to apply himfelf to 
Dr 
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‘Dr Bentley, in my name, for the ufe of it 
> ] 


Epift les of 


not doubting in the leaft a ready c Blltae e 
with fuch a requeft, from one of his Stati- 
on and Order ; and who befides was at that 
very time in a ‘Le€ture of fome Honour and | 
Profit that had lately been fet up by*one Wy 
of my Relations: efpecially, fince the pier i 
which I detir’d to borrow, was of {o little 
importance, that it had fearce been a Favour 
to have lent it me, if I had not ask’d it. i 
After an Expeétation of many sepa 
Mr Bennet fent me at laft a Collation of par 
of the Manuicript, with this account ; Taek 
he had, with great difficulty, and after lo ng 
delays, got the Manufcript into his hands; 
that he had it but a very few days, when 
Dr Bentley came to comand it again: and 
woud, by no means, be prevail Pd upon to 
let him have the ufe of it any longer, tho’ 
he told him, the Collation was not perfect- 
ed: and that he denyed this Requeft in a 
very rude manner, t throwing out feveral flight 
and difparaging Expreffions, both of me, and 
the Work I was about. 
This I had reafon to take very ill of 


Dr Bentley, and therefore in that part of my ants 
Preface, where | gave an account of the MSS e 
that were confulted in that Edition, | infer- 


ted thefe words, [Colatas ree | 
aa Epiftolam 40 cure MS? 
gia 3 Cuq | 71 ht Of LA ules € 
pro fingulari [ua be man negar 
confidering the u age pee Bad had 
was as foft. a thin | 
felf to fay. he 
publifd,; but Dr 
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Dr Bentley’s Differtation upon the 


wherein, after exprefling himfelf with great 
civility ‘to me, he reprefented the Matter of 
fa& quite otherwife than I had heard it. 
return’d him im mediately as Civilan Anfwer, 
to this effect : That Mr Bennet, whom I em- 
ployed to wait on him in my name, gave me 
fuch an Account of his Reception, that I had 
reafon to apprehend my felf affronted : and, 
fince I coud make no other excufe to my 
Reader, for not Collating the King’s MS, 
but becaufe *twas denyed me, I thought I coud 
do nolefs than exprefs fome refentment of 
that Denial. That | fhouw’d be very much con- 
cernd if Mr Benner had dealt fo ill with me, 
as to miflead me in his accounts ; and, if that 
appear’d, fhouw’d be ready to take fome op- 
portunity of begging his pardon: and, as I 
remember, I exprefsd my felf fo, that the 
Br might underftand, I meant to. give him fa- 
tisfaction as publickly as I had injur’d him. 
Here the matter refted, and I thought Dr 
Beutley was fatisfied ; . efpecially, fincel found 
Mr Benner periitted 1 in his accou nt, and fup- 
ported it with further proofs; and the Dr 
fecin’a willing to let the Difpute drop, by 
his not writing to me any further about it, 
or oe ourfing Mr He ennet concerning it, to 
whom my Letter plainly refer’'dhim. Inthis 
Miftake was I, for Two Years and an half 
after the Edition of Phalaris ; till at laft 
Dr eeachs, ones came out, and con- 
vine’d me, that he had had Vengeance in 
his Heart all th e time. and fafpended his Blow 
only till he cou’d ftrike, as he thought, to 
purpofe. In this angry difcourfe of his, he 
tells the World the fame ftory (bating a Cir- 
cumftance 


Epiftles of Phalaris, Exam. 


| cumftance or two which he has alter’d) that 


he had told‘me before in his Letter. His 
words are thefe: A Book/eiler came to me in 
the name of the Editors, to beg the ufe of the 


Manufcript. Is was not then in my Cuftody; 
but as foon as I had the power of it, I weut Difkp.66. 
voluntarily and offer’'d it him, bidding him tell 


the Collator not to lofe any time: for I was {hort- 


| ly to go out of Town for two Months. “Imes 


deliver’d, usd, and returi’d: Not a word faid 
by the Bearer, wor the leaft [ufpicion 1 me, that 
they had not finifl’d the Collation. 

Startled at thefe Aflertions thus reviv’d, 
after a long Silence, and improv’d in Print, 
1 examin’d Mr Bennet again very ftrictly and 
particularly. He aflur’d me, that every 
word he had writ to me upon this occafion 
was pundually true; and that Dr Bentley's 
account, where it differ’d from his, was en- 
tirely falfe. He drew up the Matter of 
Fact in writing, and fet his hand to it ; gi- 
ving me liberty to make it publick, and to 
affure the World, that he was ready to ju- 
{tifie the truth of what he had written with 
his Oath, whenit fhou’d be duly requir’d of 
him. He added, that Mr Gibfon, the Colla- 
tor, cou’d confirm fome Circumftances of his 
Account ; and that his Brother (who was 
his Apprentice at that time, and was fent by 
him both to Dr Bentley, and to the Collator) 
wou'd have attefted the Truth of the whole, 
had he been alive ; but he dy’d fome Months 
after this Matter happen’d. However, if 
his own Teftimony, and the Collators, fhou’d 
be liable to Sufpicion, yet ftill there was a 
Gentleman of known Credit in the. World, 
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*D Differtata i0# “pon the 


yr King of the Commons, who was witnefs to 
all tha sie at one meeting, between him 
ana Dr Bentley, and woud, ‘he hon’d, be fo 
juft to him as to give an account of it. He 
was not mifta iken ; for Dr King being apply’d 
to by a Friend of mine, sees itly wrote him 
the following Letter, which t ica with 
the feveral Certificates of Mt 
Mr Gibfon, \ here offer toth e Reader. 


in ) ie a : es Pee . 
Reverend Dr Bentley has 
4 


Wotton’, Refletti 
phy sks tt ieee i 
Learning “ > \p. 00, 7 O°) j, ‘O t77 ye aA the following 


words as Matter of Fait, Lviz. A Bookfeller 


“came to me in the name of the Editors re. | 


Sy 
I think my self obl ligrd to give the World the fol- 


lo gs account , wherein I have faithfully related 


J 
y 
hat paffed O77 tat Bag its 


7 was employ’d by the Honourable Afr Bovie 


yi&s 
(and by bin only) | to borrow the MS of Phalaris, 
fi om Dr Be ae After about Nine Months 


follicitation, it was deliver’d into my cuftody, with- 


out any time limited for the return of it. Within 
few daget ae Dr Bentley cal?d upon me, 
7 


to have it reftor'd, and Then told me, that he was 
to go into the Country. He ftaid ri I fent : ) the 
oh Re ana word was brought by the Mie, 
that it was not collated. 7 then beo’d hin + 

let me ai ve it but till Sunday Morning, (it was 
Heap Noon when he came) and I engagd to 
oblige the Collator to fit up all Saturday Night, 
to get it finifl’d. But he ut tterly refus'd to leave it 
mith me any longer, demanding to have it fent 
is Day to Weftmint {ter, (which was done ace 
cordingly) and not giving me any the leaft hopes, 
that 


/ that if Ta pply’ a to bim upon bis returz2 on t of the 


Country, I fos d have leave to get the C asahion 


: perfected. Thefe Circum/tances 1 am thus particu- 


lar in, becanfe had Ga to recollect ’em not 


long afterwards, when Mr Boyle’s Book came out, 
and Letters | pe He "d between ia and Dr Bentley, 
concerning the Paffage in his Preface. 

It may not be proper, confidering my Tmploy- 
ment, for me to add an account of the Refiections 
Dr Bentley was pleasd to make from time to 
time, when I Fooke to bim from Mr Boyle, for 
the Ufeof the MS. | He has reprefented ae es 
ee faid too much on that fubjett. But, by 
g00d - for tune, Dr King Was prefent at OHE O the 
Meetings, and beard all that pals dthere. I hope 
he wilt do S Fuft ice on this ecce 4/ion. 


ati Tho. Bennet 


[ Very well remember, that Mr Bennet fen: 
his Man to ) me for Phalaris’s Epiftles, whil/t 
I was collating’ em; and being unwilling to pa 
with them, bef fore I had gone through ei, lent 
the Adan back without them. Bur he prefeatly 
returdd, and told me, that the Gentleman, that 
ownd them, ftaid at their Shop for eee and 
cowd «not {pare them any longer ? This ws the 
true reafon, why I cod collate no more of th 
abovefaid Epifiles. 


Witnels my Hand, 


Ful 153 Geo. Gib{on. 


Ba SIR, 


4 


SIR, 


Am bound in Fuftice to anfwer your requeft 
B by endeavouring, as far as I can, to recollect 
what pafs'd:between Ar Bennet and Dr Bent- 
ley, concerning a MS of the Epiftles of Phala- 
tis. I cannot be certain as to any other particu 
lars, than that, among other things, the Dr faid, 
thar if the MS were collated, it woud be 
worth nothing for the future: Which I took 
the more notice of, becanfe 1 thought a ALS good 
for nothing, unlefs it were collated. The whole 
Difcourfe was manag’d with fuch infolence, that, 
after he was gone, I told Mr Bennet, that he 
onght to fend Ady Boyle word of it ; that, for my 
own part, (I faid then, what I think ftill) I did 
not believe that the variows Readings of any Book 
were fo much worth, as that a Perfon of Atr Boyles 
FHlonour and Learning {howd be usd fo Scurvily 
to obtain "em. That feorn and contempt which I 
2ave naturally for Pride and Infolence, makes 
me vémember that, which otherwife I might have 
forgot. Believe me, Sir, to be 


Your faithful Friend, 


) and humble Servant, 
Dottors Com- 
mons, Obob. 12. 


ag Wilham Kine. 


Epiftles of Phalaris, Examin'a, 


The Cafe then between Me and Dr Bezticy 
frands thus: There ts, on the one fide, Dr 
Bentley's fingle Aflertion, in his own caufe; and 
thefe feveral concurring Accounts, from Per- 


fons of Probity and Worth, on the other. 
The queftion now is (if it be a queftion) 


‘which of thefe ought to be credited ? the 
Point to me is fo clear, that I dare truft 
| the moft partial Friend Dr Bentley has to de- 
| termine it. 


Mr Bennet, and Mr Gibfon, I think, are fo 
little interefted in this Difpute, that they 
may be entirely depended upon. However, 
Dr King is a Witnefs without Exception ; 
and the account he givesof one of thofe 
Free Conferences Dr Bentley held with Mr Ben- 
net,is full and home; and I do affure our Lear- 
ned Critic, that what ever becomes of Pha- 


| daris’s Letters, this of Dr King’s is not Spu- 
‘rious. 1 have the Original of it by me un- 


| der his own hand, as I have the Originals 


too of the other Papers, which fhall be at 
Dr Bentley's, or any man’s fervice, that plea- 
{esto command a fight of ’em. 

And now had I not reafon to fay what 
I did, and much more than I did, of Dr 
Bentley, in my Pretace to Phalai is? Coud! 
refent the harfh Treatment he had given me 
in Gentler Terms than I there made ufe 
of ? Siace he had denyed me fo common a fa- 
vour, and fpoken of me with fo much con- 
tempt, I was at Liberty, I think, to have re- 
turn’d his Civilities in what way 1 pleas’d ; 
and to have given him any Language what- 
ever that it was not below me to give: ee 
that 
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that is a Reftraint which, I hope, I fhall al- 

ways be able to Jay uppn my felf, whatever 

the Provocation be. 
Dr Bentley then 


} 


Xu 
really oblig’d to mi 


sy 
, 


onfidering all things, was 
for ufing him with fo 
much Tendernefs. What way did he take 
of owning his Obligations ? He immediately 
enter d upon the Honourable and Chriftian 
Defign of expofing me 5. and refolyed, what- 


ever Time or Pains it might ce m., to 

prove, that the Epiftles [had put out were a 

ridiculous Cheat ; and that I (or whoever the 

Editor was) was to be pity’d, for giving my 
£ * 5 


felt fo much trouble about them. I fee 
pee Ate Bat PY ap ean © pl plas eea var (An te . 
WMONURCUL Aoch{aucaut drew his Obfervation 


rom Nature, when he faid, We often pardon 
thofe that injure ws 5 but we can never forgive thofe 
LiIAt WE Inzure. 

In about two or three years time he had 
atchiev’d this mighty Work, and compa{$d 
a Differtation as big as Phalavis it felf, to 
make his Point good. There, that he might 
be watiting in no Inftance of Humanity, he 
tells the World, that the Edition of Phalaris 
was not mine, but only a/crib’d to me ; and, 
be it whofe it would, that "twas a faulty and 
a foolifh one: and then tells me too, in the 
fame breath, that nothing of this was intend- 
ed as a difparagement ro me; to fhow his Rea- 
der, I fuppofe, that he had as mean an Opi- 
nion of my Underftanding, as he had of my 
Learning. He names me not indeed, but in 
his civil way of Circumlocution, calls me, 
That young Gentleman of great hopes whofe Name 
is fet to the Edition. But what great hopes 
coud the World have had of a young Gentle- 


man, 
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man, who fhou’d have fufferd the Lye to 


be publickly given him ia a matter, where his 


Reputation, both asa Scholar and a Man of 


| Honour, was nearly concern’d, and yet had 


either not Senfe enough to difcern the ““ 


| front, or not Spirit enough to refep+*¢ : 


Dr Bentley was not fatishet ‘with giving 
me ill Ufage, unlefs be did it in ill Words 
too ; and therefore te has cull’d out the very 
worft he cove find, to beftow on me = for 
furely no «ian of Liberal Education cou’d put 
together fo many unmannerly and flovenly 
expreffions without ftudying for ‘em. He 
charges me with Calamny a, weak Detrattion4, . y. 66. 
Injuftice a, Forgery and Slander a, with the ~ 
bafeft Tricks», anda vile Afperfionb, He tells b p. 73. 
me, that a certain Perfon, rho’ a forry Critic, 
was yet a degree above mec; and, that Printing 
is a Sword in the hand of a Childd meaning, 
1 fuppofe, his humble Servant. 
He likensme, by a very elegant Simile , to 
a Bungling Tinker mending Old Kettles e, IN ONE ¢ py, 76. 
place, and by the help of a Greek Proverb, 
calls me downright 4/sf in another. Thef p. 74. 
correéting the faultsof my Verfion is, in his 
polite may of writing, she cleanfing of Au- 
geas’s Stables; and, to carry on the Metaphor, ¢ p. 73. 
he fays, The firft Epiftle coft him four Pages in NG 
foouring h, h ibid. 
Thefe are the Flowers, which Dr Bensley 
has, with no very fparing hand, ftrew’d 
throuchout every Page almoft of his Learned 
Epiftle. It can hardly be imagin’d, how one, 
that lives within the Air of a Court, fhowd 
prevail with himfelf to deal in fuch dirty 
Language : the Chairmen at St als Fi 
are 


Cc pe 7156 
d p. 67. 


dare fay, manage their Difputes with more 
decency. I find the Dr has not profited 
much by the dependence he once had ona 
Great Man, who migat have tanght him, 
woud he have vouchfafd’ to learn it, the 
SCtiot of engaging deep with an Adverfary; 


Without i. of Tempei, or Breach of Good 
Manners. 


But he will tell me, that few or none of 
thefe expreflions were level’ at Me ; and 
that for a very obliging reafon’. becaufe I 
am not included among the Editors o€ ppafz- 
ri. Let em have been levell’d at whom he 
will, they are inexcufable. Chew’d Bullets 
are not more againft the Law of Arms, than 
fuch ways of {neech are againft the Rules of 
good writing, 

Dr Bentley cou’d not have taken a better 
way of juftifying me in what. I faid of him, 
than by writing in this manner he has done ; 
and with fo little of that Humanity, the want 
of which I objected to him. Moft Readers 
will be apt to think, that he might proba- 
bly always want it as much as they fee he 
cloes now. So that if I needed further Vou- 
chers than thofe which I have already brought, 
Twou'd callin his own Differtation to wit- 
nefs for me, that I have not wrong’d him ; 
nor given him any Character, but what he 
has fince been courteoufly pleas’d to make 


3 


good, 
” But Our Critic appeals from me to more 
Equitable Judges. and tells me, that he cay 
produce feveral Letters from Learned Profeffors 
abroad, (whofe Books in time I may be fit to read} 
wherein thefe very fame words [pro fingulari 
fua 
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faa humanitate] are faid of him ferioujly ana 
candidly. For 1 endeavour (fays he) to oblige 
even Foreigners by all Courtefie and Hur manity 3 
much more woud I encourage ana affift any ufeful 
élefign at home. Ht 

But why muft we go to Foreign Nations Hi 
|for a trueaccount of Dr Bentky ? 1 thought mit 
| Mens Charaéters had been beft learnt from aN 
| thofe among whom they convers’d, The pes me 
of England is, that every Man hhall be try d ni 

by his ‘Country and his Neigl hbourhood ; ie 

this is not more reafonable in the Cafe of Life ni 
| and Death, than in that of Reputation. Bu 1 
| Dr Bentley plea ids to have a Jury of Foreign in 
| Profeflors impanell'd to fit upon him: a very na 
_ fufpicious Defence, I think ; and which ovah, 
| without any more ado, to condemn him. 
| Show’d a man tax’d with ill breeding here 
| at London (where he. has liv’d all his time) 

produce Certificates in his behalf from fome 

| Correfpondents in Cornwall, or Cumberland, 
woud this Plea pafs at Court ? Granting 
Dr Bentley's Foreigners to have faid thofe 
things of him which he fays they h ave, “tis 
becaufe they are Foreigners; We, that have 
the happinefs of a nearer corive sree with a 
him, know him better ; and may perhaps r 
take an opportunity of fetting thofe miftaken 
Strangers right in their Opinions concerning 
him. 

Thus much, upon the Suppefition that he 
has thefe Teftimonials by him : but,] I, who 
have had fome dealings with him, have lear: ut Whi 
a little to miftruft his accounts ; A fhal i 
therefore, before I make any- more si ii 
upon this paflage, tell the Reader a Story. 
| There 


7 
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il There was, not many Years ago, a Difputé’ 
Ht : about a Point of Hiftory, between an Inges 
1d nious Gentleman and a Learned Prelate of our. 
| Church, well know to Dr. Bentley When 
Hi | the Gentleman was at a lofs for Proofs, hig 
laft refort was always to a certain Cheft at 

i Ilcomkill, where there were MSS, it feems; 
Hil never feen by any body befides himfelf, that 
prov’d every thing he hada mind to. This 

prefently put an end to the Controverfie : for 

there was nodifputing againft Invifible Au- 

thorities. How far this may be Dr Bentley's 

cafe, and whether the Letters from Learned 

Profeflors abroad, which he talks of, may 

not lie in fome fuch Cheft as thofe Records 

lay in, I will not pretend to determine. 

However, fince they are MSS, I know hig 

Fondnefs for thofe precious Jewels fo well, 

that I believe he'll be fhy of making em 

publick. Till he does, the Printed Proofs 

se! that have been given of his great FHlumanity 
will ftand good againft what he tells us has 
been written to him. 

Sure I am, there are fome Learned Men 
abroad, that are far from Complimenting 
him. One of ?em, a Man of great note, has | 
complain’d to me, how ill he has been us’d 
by him, in acafe nearly refembling mine ; 
and. complain’d in very expreflive Terms ; 
which, not yet having his Leave for it, I do 
not think my felf at liberty to publith. 

Another, that was.defirous to. have a fight 
of the Alexandrian MS, and apply’d himfelf 
to Dr Bentley very earneftly for it, met with 
no other Anfwer to his Requeft, but that 
the Library was not fit to be feea: A pretty 
EXx- 


Z. 
ij 


a 


4 2 ff? 
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Excufe for a Library-keeper to make; who 
had been four Years in that Service ” And 
th: 2 Inftance of his ffuman: LY Ia affure him, 


Fisof no Old date 7 it happen’d fince he 
| purgd himfelf in his new Diflertation, and 


‘| 


| gave Learned Men encouragement to expect 


| better ufage. 


q 


If he goes on at this rate, as we have no 
-reafon to doubt but he will, Foreigners will 
egin to fulpe& whether we have ce, as we 


| pretend, the Alexandrian MS, or indeed whe~ 


ther the King has any L ibrary. 
But becaufe the Dr ftron¢ gly argues from 


| bis being ready to obli ige even Foreigners by alt 


Courtefie and EH: manity, that he wou’d muck 

more be ready to do foto Learned Men at Home, 

{ will add one Domeftick inftance of his 

Courtefietoo, that my Inftances may be every 
way as large: as his Affertions, 


i have now a Letter by me under the hand » 


of Sir Edward Sherburn, (a Gentleman. of 
known worth and Learning) wherein he has 
thefe words 3 J bave fent Rubenius’s Pook i 
vita Mabit, put out by Grevie in Aol! 
and dedicated to Dr Bentley | the bona 0; 
whofe Publication My Bentle y & ath un gr atefuliy 
robb’d me of. The meaning of this is ex- 
plain’d ina Latin Atemorandum enter’d by 
Sir Edward in the Book it felt; where he 
fays, that be put the ACS into Dr Bentley? 
shands, under this Condition tha t he fhowed 
fend it to Grevius to be iblifiv'd | letting bim 
know from whence he hare it, a nd defirang ini 


to mae an honourable mention of bim, as the 
perfon that had oblig’d. the World with is. [i 
Edition came out, it was dedicated to Dr Bent 


ue 


ine 
avy 
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ley, the boxcur of the Publicationgiven to him? 
and not one wordof Sir Edward Sherburn /aid 
jn it. The Sophifts are every where pelt- 
ed by Dr Bentley, for putting out what they 
wrote in other Mens names; but Idid not 
expect to hear fo loudly of it from one that 
has fo far outdone em: For, I think, ’tis 
much worfe to take the honour of another 
man’s Book to one’s felf, than to entitle ones 
own Book to another man. 

But Grevius, it may be, was in fault: and 
forgot todo Sir Edward Sherburn jultice. *Tis 
hardly to be imagin’d he cou’d, had Dr Benr- 
fey told him plainly, that the MS was put 
into his hands under that exprefs Condition : 
But if the Dr only gave fome flight inti- 
mation of it, Grevius might indéed forget to 
do what he did not know whether it werein 
good earneft expected of him, or not. 

_ But fuppofing the Original Omiffion to have 
lain wholly at Grevius’s door, yet how camé 
the Dr to be fo very quiet under it after- 


wards ? Why did he not fend immediately 


to Sir Edward Sherburn to excufe it? Why 
did he not take care to have this Negleé 
repair’d in the next Holland Journal ? No- 
thing of this wasdone; and therefore, fhou’d 
the Dr not have been the willing occafion 
of the Miftake, yet at leaft he was very wil- 
ling that it fhou’d prevail. 


Upon a view of this ftory, I am apt to re-_ 
tract my Sufpicions about Dr Bentley's Letters 
from Learned Profeflors. He may perhaps 
have Veftimonials of his Courtefie by him, 

if 
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if he fticks at no method of procuring ’em > 
By fuch Arts as thefe *tis eafie for a Man to 
get a Reputation of Flumanity abroad, with: 
out deferving to be much commended for 
his Honeity at home. ’Tis an hard word, 


and which! fhould not eafily allow my felf 


VE 


to ufe, but that I think 1 may take a grea- 
ter Liberty in another man’s behalf, than in 
my own. | eit Aa 

By Dr Bentley’s way of treating Sir Wiliam 
Temp/e, Sit Edward Sherburn, and my felf, one 
would imagine, that he had vow’d hoftility 
to all Gentlemen pretending to Letters; that 
he thought they broke in upon a Trade,which 
Hone but thofe of the Body corporate of 
Profefs’d Scholars ought to deal ia ; and fo, 


. looking upon ’em as the Eaft-India Company 


doesupon Interlopers, was refolv’d to ufe em 
accordingly, | | 

By this time the Reader is able to judge, 
how far my Character of Dr Bentley faits him, 
and how far he might juftly expect to have 


| that Character publickly given him ; whether 


his Humanity be Singular, or not, and. whe- 


ther my Opinion be Singular concerning it, 


I hope I have now fet the AZaters of Fatt in 


/a true light; I have only fome few Re- 


Marks to add on fome Paflages in the Sto- 


ery which Dr Zeutley tells of this matter, in 


which either his Memory, or his Sincerity 


- fail’d him, 


_ He begins his Account with a great (and 
I had almoft {id a wilful Miftake: Hefays. 
Ihave told the World in my Preface 

I had. Collated the K ing’s MS as far as the 40rh 
Epiftle; and wonld have done fo throughout, but 


ay ] on 
¢ thar 
b-4 Gig &yy 
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that the Library Keeper, @c. Whereas I 
told the World, not that J bad Collated that 
AAS, but that J had taken care to get it Col- 
lated : My words are, Collatas etiam (ViZ. 
Epiftolas] curavi cum MS° in Bibliotheca Ree 
Lids &e. ' , 

The Difference here, as flight as it may 
feem, is material; and Dr Bevtley, one may 
guefs, was aware of it. He faw very well, 
that, unlefS I was reprefented as haying col- 
lated the King’s MS my felf, he could not 
well lay the Miftakes of the Collation upoa 
me; which he was refolv’d however to do 
to the utmoft, ard therefore gave that con- 
venient Turn to his matter of Fact at the En- 
trance, which might beft ferve to counte- 
nance his Griticifms that follow. 

With this view, he makes an unfair and 
broken citation of my words in the Mar- 
gin; placing there only thus much out of my 
Preface, [AS° in Bibliotheca Regia, cujus mihi 
copiam ulteriorem Bibliothecarius, pro fingulars 
fua bumanitate negavit.| and taking no notice 
of the words that introduce thefe, [Collatas 
etiam curavi cum without which the Sen- 
tence is imperfect, and*unintelligible. 

Dr Bentley cowd not have given us a bet- 
ter Earneft of his Integrity, at his firft fet- 
ting out: The reft of his. Account, we fhall 
find is wrote with the fame degree of Truth 
and Fairnefs. The true Story (lays he) is thus : 
AA Bookjeller came to mein the name of the Edi- 
tors, to beg (he would fay, defire) the ufe of 
the MMS. He knows very well, that Mr Ben- 
net went to him in my name only ; Mr Ben- 
net himfelf is pofitive inthe point: but leaft 

d the 
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the Dr fhould deny it, I ae by good luck, 
preferv’d fo much of his Letter by 4 as re- 


J re L 
lates to this Particular. Vhere he as 
pleas’d to ufe the i: aivil’ Expreffions A 


( 5 ad 

Hennet defir lay? Mi€ lewd hin the fi lanufe rtot 
Phalaris, to t a t, becanfe- a lounge Gez 
leman, Mr Bovie of Chrift-church, was Loing 
to publifh wt. I told him, that a Gentleman 
that Name and Fami aly, to whichl had fo many 
Obli gatvons, ana {howd esi ays have an honoui 
for, might command any Service ‘that lay in. my 
Power. But now he fay §, that it Mr. Benner 


came to him in the Name of the Editors, 
How came f{ to be multi ply’d at this rate? 
unlefs he has recolleéted himfelf | fince, and 
remembers the little @incniatance: s of thi 


Tranfaction better at two or three Year 

diftance, than he did immediately after it 

happen’d. | 
He proceeds in his Tre Sto:y.— It mas not 


then in my Cuft ‘ody 3 > but as foon as J had the 


power of it, I went volx imtarily, and offer'd 4 

him. What he means by its not being in bis 
Cuffody ; whether that he had lent it to 
fome-body elfe, or that he was not yet fully 
enter’d on his Office, or tnat he had it not 
in his Taek, muft be a Secret, till he plea- 
fes to explain himfelf. Whatever his mean- 
ing be, the Reader is defir'd to take notice, 
that there was about Nine Months Solicitati- 
on usd. to pr ocureit : A longer time than 
he needed to retrieve it ovt of Hands 
of Thofe to whom, he, might have lent it 
or than, the. Ceremony of his Inaugi 
to his Librar | 


MUIre, 
JUL, 


; ; p i ; 5 
r ial fir a ie don gmuch nimbler with my Col- 
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lator + for, inftead of Nine Months, he would 
not allow him Wine Days time to perufe it 
In. 

His next words are, bidding him tell the 
Collator not 10 lofe any time, (which, tranfla- 
ted into Englifh, is, bidding him let the Colla- 
tor know, that he muff not lofe any time) for I 
was fhortly to go out of Town for two Months. 
This, 1 have reafon to think, is pure Ficti- 
on; Mr Benner remembers nothing of it : 
but he very well remembers, that when the 
Dr came to demand the MS of him agen, 
he then told him, he was to go into the 
Country, and gave that for his reafon why 
he could allow him no further time to col- 
late it in. It was a mighty Treafure it 
feems, the Credit of the King’s Library de- 
pended on the Alexandrian MS, and That; 
and therefore he would not truft it out. of 
thofe Walls a day longer. Befides, (which 
is a Circumftance, that tho’ Dr Bentley has, 
yet Dr King has not forgotten) bad it been 
collated, it would have been worth nothing for 
the future. This was an Objection not to be 
got.over ; efpecially fince Mr Benner had no 
Orders from me to take the proper way of. 
removing it. 

it follows, ’swas deliver’'d, usd, and return’d 5 
not a word faid by the Bearer, nor the leaft 


fufpicion in me, that they had not finifl’d the Col- 


lution. This is roundly averr’d ; but the Rea- 
der has Mr Benner’s, and Mr Gibfon’s Certifi- 
cates; and, after comparing ’em with this 
Paflage, may believe as he thinks fit. 


Well, 
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Well, (fays he,) the Collation, it feems, was 
fent defettive to Oxon, ana the blame, I fup- 
pofe, laid upon me. Does he only /uppofe it: ? 


Did not I pofitively write him word, tha 
_ it was laid upon him, and fo laid upon ro 
| that I was oblig’d to take: notice of it? 


But he is to be excus’d for forgetting what 
I wrote to him, when it appears, that 
he has forgot what He himfelf wrote to 


me, 
After afew Months, out comes the new Edj- 
h tion, with this Sting in the mouth of it. Iwas a 
' Surprize indeed to fied there, that our JAS was not 
h peru?d. Our My ! that is, His Majefty’s and 
} Mine. I thought indeed by the Price Dr Renr- 
) dey fet upon the MS, he fanfied himfelf to have 
fome Intereft in it - He fpeaks out now, ’tis 
f no longer the King’s, but Our JAS, i. e. 
| Dr Bentley s and the King’ s in common: An 
Expreflion as much too familiar for a | Lie 
| brary-keeper, as Ego & Rew Meus was for a 
} Cardinal. I will not, for the future, fo 
| nicely obierve his Indecencies, fince | “find 
he is fo general and undiftinguithing in 
| ‘em. 
| "Twas a Surprize indeed to fied there, that 
| our MS was not perusrd. Could they wot bave 
| ask'd for it agen then after my Return ? Yes, 
Icould, Sir, and have been deny’d it again ; 
‘which I was not very willing to venture. 
| iIneither thought my Self fo Little, nc 
| De Bentley fo Great, nor the MS fo ‘conli- 
iderabie, that I thould make a fecond Ap- 
| plication for it, after fuch a Repulfe, no, 
Inot tho’ I had been re of obtaining it 
‘much lefs could I ever think of asking it 
C 3 agen, 
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agen, when, by what Mr Benwet had told mé 
I had all the reafon in the World to think, | 


Id | ‘ 
inl re go0qgtn deny ie Z 
fhould be again deny’d ie. 


But there.is a reafon for every thing, Cfays the 
Dr) and the My/ftery was foon reveald! A 
pretty decent Phrafe on fo light an occafion: 
but this is not the only infta nce, where the 
Critick has got tHe better of the eine 
Well, but how was the Myffery reveal’d. ? 
why, He had the bard Hap, i )eems, in fome 

: } 


private Conver fation, to fay, that the Epiftles 
were {purio be and unworthy of anew Edition: 
L117 o Tl L Achy ya. If he faid this, as he in- 
timates he did, at Oxford, where the Book was 
hen printing, he faid a very uncivil thing ; 
and what, in ke Diale &, he terms his Hard 
3 ple would be apt to call his 
Breeding. ‘Howere wick feriod fly declare I 
was utterly a ftrans er to this Difcourfe of 
his, till he told me ‘of it in Print. I might 
hear, perhaps , of his being in Oxford; but 
! had heard too much of his Difcourfe with 
Mr Bennet, to be curious in making any En- 
pt es into -his private Converfation. 
Eee will ero this Tedious De- 
hat on Dr Bentley’s Relation of Matter of 
Fact. The true Sie of our MS was a point 
of importance: my Honefty was concern’d 
ne part of the Difpute, the reft only 
uches my Learning. Having therefore, I 
hope, juftified my Condué where it moft be- 
came 1 ite to do it, the Matters of pure Cri- 
ticifm will give me no concern, Tm fure, 
tho’ they may put me to fome little Trouble. 
{ ihall enter upon ’em with the indifference 
of a Gamefter, who plays but for a trifle, 
which 
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| which ’tis much the fame to him whether he 
| wins or lofes. 

I fhowd now fall clofely to my work, the 
Authority of Phalariss Epiftles, but that there 
is an Introduction of Dr Bentley's that lies in 
my way, and muft firft have a Reflection or 
two bef{tow’d upon it. 

He begins it with telling us, that At 
Wotton, by the power of along Friend{hip be- 
tween ’em, engagrd him to write it. 

I hope Mr Wetton will let the Publick 
know, that he neither engag’d his Friend to 
write upon this Subject in this manner, nor 
approv’d of thefe Difcourfes, when written: 
which the World will prefame him to have 
done, till the contrary appears; and till he 
has difclaim’d Dr Bentley’s attempt as pub- 
lickly, as he now feems to countenance and 
avow it. °’Tisa littleftrange, that Mr Wottov 
in afecond Edition of his Book, which he had 
difcretly taken care to purge of ‘moft things 
that look’d like ill manners in himfelf, fhou’d 
be prevail’d upon to allow a place to the ill 
Manners of anotherman. But | hear, and I 
am not unwilling to think, that Mr Worton 
receivd this Prefent at a venture from Dr 
Bentley, and let it be printed, without giving 
himfelf the troubleof reading it. And] the 
rather fall in with this account, becaufe | find 


Mr Wotton in his Book * zealoufly vindicating 
the Age from the Imputation of Pedantry ; & 4: 


and affuring us, that tho’ the Citation of 
Scraps of Latin, anda naufeous oftentation of 
Reading were in fafhion Fifty or Sixty Years 
ago, yet that all that is now ina great mea- 
fure difus'd. Which, Ifuppofe, he would ne- 

C4 ver 
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ver have done in fome of the laft Pages of 
his Book, if he hadthen kaownof the Differ- 
tation that immediately follows it. 

A Gentleman S my acquaintance was ob- 
ferving to me, what a Motly, Unequal work, 
thefe two Pieces make, as they now lie to- 
gether. Mr Wotton (laid he) in his Reflections 
takes in the whole compafs of Ancient and 
Modern Learning ; and endeavours to fhow 
Wherein cither of ?em has been defeétive, 

lerein they have excell’d. A Large 

I Pen of my Lord Bacon! 
executing of which gs one 
ild be fpent ! Dr 
fter him with 2 1 Differtation, 
vig is Book, to prove, that 

three or four {mall Pieces afcrib’d to fome 
the Ancients, are not fo ancient as they 
tend : a very inconfiderable point; 
id which a wife man would grudge the 
ing away a weeks thought upon, if 

l it ! and what then fhall we 

fay of Him, that has {pent two or three 
he of his life, | to lofe is Mr W’s Mo- 
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blic Scrat that be hopd he might do 
rid, Dr Bentley’s plainly a private 

Ne and fuch as *twas utterly unfit for 
O act upon, either as a Scholar or a 
lan ; much more, as he was one in 
Holy Orders, and that had undertaken the 
ublick defence of Religion. Mr W. (cone 
tinued he) is modeft and decent; fpeaks ge= 
ner with teipes of thofe he differs from, 
due diftruft of his own Opi- 
entley 1s Pofitive, and Pert ; has 
no 
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no regard for what other men have thought 
or faid, and no fufpicions that he is fallible. 
Mr W’s Book has a Vein of Learning run- 
ning through it, wherethere is no oftenta- 
tion of it: Dr Bentleys Appendix has all 
the Pomp and Show of Learning, without the 
Reality. Intruth (faid he) there is fcarce 
any thing, as the Book now ftands, in which 
that and the Appendix agree, but in com- 
mending and admiring Dr Bentley ; in which 
they are fo very much of a Piece, that one 
would think Dr Bewtley had writ both the 
one and the other. 

But leaving thefe two Friends tothe Plea- 
fare of their mutual Civilities, I fhall go 
on tothe reft of my remarks on Dr Bent- 
fey’s Introduction. After telling us then at 
whofe Inftance he wrote this famous Piece 
of Criticifm, he begins to give us a caft of 
his skill in the Point. Sir W. Temple had ob- 


ferv’d in favour of the Ancients, that /ome 


of the Oldeft Books we have are the beft in 
| their kinds. To this Dr Bentley replies, That 
| fome of the Oldef? Books are the beft in their kinds, 
the fame Perfon having the Double Glory of In- 


vention and Perfection, is a thing obferv'd even by 


| fome of the Ancients. And for this he very 


earnedly quotes Dion C hryfoftome: But then 


| (fays he) the Authors they gave this Honour to, 


a 


are Homer avd Archilochus, ove the Father of 

Fleroic Poem, and the other of Epode and 
. ? Ty , d ag 

Trochaic, p. 7. What he means by faying 


| that this had been'obferv’d even by fome of 


| the Ancierts, is not eafie to apprehend, nor 


why he quotes Dion Chry/iftome for it, whofe 
¢ 


Authority either in this, or any other cafe, is 
noe 
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1h 


ik 


r 
] sie wad Hilo 


Dr Bentley’s Differtation upon the 


not very confiderable ; and who befides does 
not fay that for which he’s produc’d : efpeci- 
ally whey there is an approved Writer more 
ancient than 270, that has directly 1 faid that 
for which Pronis impropeily brought. Dion, 


rhe Oration Quoted, after a tedious in fipid 
: c 
4 


i 1 about the different talents of pral- 
fing anG ski) kes occalon fTrom thence 
to mention Home 

Panegyrick, as u Archilocists wW aud 
fl others in thei 

ord there about the Ola Rs 

their kind, OY of th b€ 

J an per fecting 3 for which 

ely produces him. But tho? 

2 ye this, Veletus Paterculus 


sengquam alinm vary yshe) cujus hk: 
fuerit , 12 €0 perfettiffimum re 


Flomeruim “6 ye chilocum. Lib. 
a little odd, methinks, that 
profefles in this Piece of his 


Sophiits and Sophiftry, and 

ee ’em ¢ as a company of illiterate Scrib- 
lets, fhould ves think fit, to grace the very 

Entrance of his Work, with vouching the 
Authority of as errant a Sophift and De- 
claimer asever was ; and with vouching him> 
for what he reall ly did not fay ; and for what 

ad been faid by a much better hand, before 
hin n. But great Scholars have very particular 
ways with ’em 


Bentley ee son: But the choice of Pha- 
as they are now extant, for the 


St 
two great aed tinh Originals, is a psece of 
i> $9 I 2 = as 
“ritiei{m of a Peculiar Complexion, ana mujt pro- 


ceed 
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ceed from a fingularity of Palate and Fudg- 


ment. 

For e#fop it will be time enough to ac- 
count, when J come to the entire Differta- 
tion that concerns him. But as to Phalarn’s 
Epiftles, many learned menof different Ages 
and Countries, have been profefs’d admirers 
of ’°em; never any man, till the Judicious 
Dr Bentley arofe, pretended to defpife *em : 
even thofe. Criticks of late days, who fufpe- 
cted their being Genuine, yet allow’d ’em to 
be finifh’d things in their way, and excel- 
lently well counterfeited. Andtherefore the 
value which Sir W, Temple profefles for ’em 
cannot be faid to proceed from a Singulari- 
ty of Palate and Fudgment : at \eaft this ought 
not to be faid by him, who but four Pages 
afterwards letsus know, that Stobeus efteem’d 
’em fo highly, as to infert fome of ?em into 
his Judicious Collections ; and that Suidas 
terms ’em Emscads Oauyasta, mivu, molt admira- 
ble Letters. Sir W. Temple, one would have 
thought, might have been fecur’d from the 
imputation of Singularity by the concurring 
Judgments of two fuch men, for whom, we 
may be fure, Dr Bentley on any other occafion 
would have had a particular regard; the one 
aneminent Common-placer, and the other a 
no lefs eminent Dictionary-writer. ’lis a 
pleafant Reflexion to confider that Dr Bent- 
ley, at the fame time that he is pafling this free 
Cenfure on Sir W. Tempk’s Palate, is himfelf 
advancing an Opinion contrary to the fenfe 
of all Mankind that had ever written before 
him. Will not a modeft Reader, on this oc- 


Wh 
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cafion, be apt to fay, that both the Criti- 
fifi and the Critic too are of a Peculiar Com- 
plexion ? 
forgets, J believe, when and where a 
certain Critic of our is nes maintain’d, that 
Ovi A and Meazilt tus WSYe e the my two Poets 
that had wit among the Ancients. A very 
extraordinary piece of Criticifia! wih oi 
doubtlefs, proceeded not from aay agi 1 
of Palate ia. Judgment : ' ?Tis juft as if I tho: ‘ld 
fay, that Sir W. Temple and Dr. Bentley are » 
the two beft-bred Writers living ; or, to put 
i¢ into the Dr’s more learned and polite way, 
That Nirens and Therfites were the only two 
formofe men that repair’d to the Seige of Ilium. 
Manilin writes with juft as much wit as Dr 
eink does with 1 modefty : only the difference 
is, that Afazilins’s {ubjet would not admit of 
wit: and therefore he might have it, for 
ought we know, tho’ he did not fhow it's 
whereas Dr Beztle “y's fubject, (which is gene- 
rally Himfelf) does not ie admit of mode/Py, 
but require it. 

The refé of Dr Bentleys Preamble is taken 
up in giving us an acconnt how fpurious Books 
came to prevail upon the World. He fays, 
This was 4 prattice almoft as old as Letters 5 but 
that it chiefly prevail’d, when the Kings of ’Per- 
gamus and Alexandria, rivalling one another tn 

ne Adagnificence and Copionfnefs of their Libra- 
ries, gave great Rates for any Treatifes thar ear- 
itd the names of Celebrated Authors, and this 
he proves out of Galen upon Hippocrates, de 
Natura Hominis, 


va 


There 
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There are other Old Writers that tell this 
Story, and tell it more truely, than Galex did, 
tho’ a Native of Pergamus. He pofitively af- 
firms, in favour of the Point he is proving, 
that till the time of thefe Rival Princes, 
there was no fuch thing as a fpurious Book 
in the World; which is neither true, nor a- 
greeable to what Dr Bentley tells us in the cafe, 
that the Praétice of forging Books was almoft as 
Old as Letters. ere therefore, as before in 
the cafe of Paterculus, Dr Bentley thould have 
contented himfelf with vouching appofite , 
tho’ common Authorities; and not have gone 
out of his way to have fetch’d in a witnels, 
that after all, fpeaks againft him. But he 
loves to furprize and dazle his Reader: for 
who would expect to fee a point of Hiltory 
fetl’d out of a Phyfician ? 

I thought indeed Quotation had been the 
Dr’s peculiar Province: and that either he 
could manage that to advantage, or nothing. 
But thefe twoawkward Proofs out of Dioz 
Chryfoftome and Galen (the very firft he has 
produc’d ) have fhook my opinion of him even 
in this Refpe&. As we gofurther, we fhal! 
fee clearlier what to judge of him, 


I will detain the Reader no longer in the 
Approaches to our Argument, than till i 
have defir’d him to joyn with me in his 
thanks to Dr Bentley, for the Intimation he 
has given us of a certain Supplement to Pe- 
tronius found at Buda. He doesnot, I fup- 
pofe, mean that from Alba Greca, which any 
of his Dictionaries would have told him was 
Latin, not for Buda, but Belgrade: and ee, 

fore 
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fore I conclude, that this muft be fome new 
difcovery, which Dr Bestley has had earlier 
notice of, than the reft of the learned World; 
and that in time he will oblige us with a fur- 
ther account of if. 


TR Bentley having declar’d open War 
& J againft Phalaris, and all his Party, and 
having in his own Opinion gain’d the Victo- 
ry, thought that the more Captive Criticks 
there were to follow his Chariot wheels, the 
more glorious would his Triumph be: He. 
begins therefore with giving us an account of 
the number and ftrength of the Enemy he 
engages. He tells us, thatthe Epiftles have 
been admitted as Genuine, ever fince Stobaus’s 
time; that he has quoted ’em thrice ; that 
Suidas {peaks of ?em with honour ; and that 
zetzes has made large Extratts out of ’em. 
Thefe three, I think, fayshe, are the only Men 
among the Ancients that make any mention of em™. 
They are perhaps the only Ancients, whofe 
teftimonies are to be met with, in any of the 
Prefaces to Phalaris : but Dr Bentley methinks 
fhould have dug deeper for his materials, and — 
confulted Original Authors. Had he done fo 
he might have found , that they are men- 
tion’d too by (2) Photius in his Epiftles, . that 
they are quoted by Nonas(b) in his Hiftori- 
cal Comment on St Gregory's Invectives, and 
by the (ce) Scholiaft on Ariftophanes 5 that very 
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| Scholiaft, whom, one would think, the Dr, 
by his citing him fo often (¢), had through- (JP. ro0, 
ly read. The lateft of thefe is fome Cen- 117, 1:8, 


Indeed Tzetzes, who liv’d but in the rath >." A 
Century, deferves not to be call’d an Ay ety 
| cient ; and Dr Bentley himfelf is of this mind Nt 
| in another part of his Diflertation (f), where (f)P. #¢; Ba 
he ftiles him 2 Later Greek. But it was con- ba 
venient that he fhould bean Ancient here ey 


5 e . 3 
and a Modern there, in ordertothe diffe- 


| rent Ends which Dr Beztley had to ferve by ie 
him. We 

Befides thefe, there is another remarkable ta 

Quotation from the Epiftlesin Srobeus, which \ 
Dr Beutley has overlook’d 5 *tis Tit. CCXVIUII. 

) where an entire Epiftle of Phalaris is tran- 

| fcrib’d, as it is again in the Collection of 47- 

| tonins and Maximus the Monks, which accom- 

| panies Stobeus, Had Dr Bentley had thefe 
Authorities in his view, he might with bet- 

| ter Grounds, tho’ not with more Affurance, 

_ have pronounc’d,that * The Epiftles have the * P. 12. 

| general Warrant and Cert ficate for this laft thou- 

_fand years, before the Reftoration of Learning. 

And thus far I can agree with him: but oa 

when he further affures us, that {+ _4// rhe + | 

Scholars of thofe Ages receiv'd’em for true Ori= g 

| Zinals; as willing as lam to hear any thing 

in Phalaris’s favour , 1 muft beg leave to 

diflent from him; becaufe I find One of | 

thofe I mention’d Cand Him a Scholar, I fh! 

think if there were anv inthe Age in which Bn 

he liv’d) {peaking of ’em with fomediftruft : a 7” 
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?Tis Photius 1 mean; who gives em ind 
extraordinary character,.and prefers’em to 
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the Epiftles of Plato, <Arifforle, and Demofthe= 

i nes: but withal intimates his Sufpicions that 

| they are not Genuine, when he calls’em_ the 
nh *Ep.207. * Epiftles that are attributed to Phalaris, and 

uy Tae es d¢ joyns °em with thofe that (as he {peaks ) are 

Acew ave afcrib'd to ‘{- Brutus. ) 

gepoutves —§ With thefe Ancients, he tells us, many 
Hl EmistaAage “gy? oe rau 

+b. é,, Moderns have concurt d in Opinion ; parti» 

‘| Boros ém- Cularly, that Fazelws and Facobus C apellus ,twO 

" yetgciae very Learned Men, have eflerted the credit 

of the Epiftles; and that Selden himfelf de- 

i! pended on ’em fo much, as to determine a 
. point of Chronology out of ’em. , And now 

what would a Modeft man expect fhou’d have 

been Dr Bentley's end in reckoning up all 

thefe great Mens Opinions, but to ftrengthen 

and countenance his Own? whereas he brings 

em in, only to fhew how impoflible it was 

for them to judge right, who had the mif- 

a fortune to live beforehim. In {fpight of what 

> the Learned men of fo many Ages and Na- 

: tions have thought and faid , Dr Bentley 

(4) P. 64. knows (a), and will demonftrate (6), Phalaris’s 

(6) P.5. Epiftles. to be {purious: Nay, he is very much 

miftaken, he fays, in the nature and force of his 

Proofs, if ever any man hereafter, that reads 

"ety perfift in his Old Opinion of making Phalaris 

(c) P. 13. az Author (c). 1 will own to the Reader, that 
had thefe words offer’d themfelves to me be- 

fore I had been acquainted with Dr Bentley’s 
Manner, they would have given me fome un- 

eafinefs. Phalaris was always a Favourite- 

book with me; from the moment I knew it, 

J wifh’d it might prove an Original: [Thad 

now and then indeed fome fufpicions that 

‘twas not Genuine ; but I lov’d him fo much 

more 


more than I { fufpected him, that I wou’d not 
fuffer my felfto dwell long upon’em. To 
be fincere, The Opinion, or-Miftake i 
will, was fo pleating eth at I was omeehee 
afraid ef being un deceiv’d. However, I ven- 
turd to try, whetherthe Dr’s Proofs would 
overbear me w athe th f 
ion they threatn 
‘em 5 and eee ip 
laris might {till bean Author, notw ing 
what Dr Bentley had gale again him, Nay, 
cate Reader, that my doubts about the 
Authority ofthe > Ep iftles, fince | read Dr Ben- 
tleys Diflertation, are much leflen’d: and if he 
fhould write once more upon the Subject, per 


haps the point would be clear to me 


ip; qo 


no Lawn Asay 
ithftandine 


His Argu ments ap aint the piftle es. (they 
are to go for { ch, tiil ] have prov’d em not 


1 


tobe ae } ta) when taken out of the Gon- 
fafion with which he has salad. em, may 
be diftinguifh’d iato fuch, as affet the whok 
or teuch only thofe Pa ticular Epil from 
whence they are drawn. The firft of thefe 
are of greateft Confequence , 

of ’em holds, the Authority of the 5 
in danger: and I fhall therefore, with Dr 
penile S leave, confider ’em in the firft place. 
In order to comeat any. of thefe, { muft over- 
look a great many of his Pag Pen rhe ore- 
“pe not without intentions of returning to 
d for he-has advanc’d aAthine on this 
Subjeét, but what fhall, in its Pippa Time 
and:Place, have at 10rC ough I Exat 


¢l, 


irft of th yele 
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inft the Dialect Phalaris ufes, who reign- 


1 
ahida 
} 


. ing in Sicily, and being, as he tells us (a), born 
t 


there, fhould have fpoken Doric, the prevai- 
ling Language of the J/land; whereas he 
writes Artic, the beloved Dialett of the Sophifts, 
in which they affected to excel one another even to 
Pedantry and Soleci{m (b). 

Tho’ it-be no very material point, yet I 
cannot grant the Dr that the Language of 
the Lettersis properly Attic... There are in- 
deed feveral Attic ways of fpeech in ’em 5 
but fo there are in other Authors, whocon- 
feffedly wrote in the Gommon Dialed. “Tis 
one thing to mix Atticifins in one’s ityle, and 
another thing ftriGly to write Attic, Homer 
did the one, Thucydides and Plato the other : 
however no body will fay, that Homer wrote 
in the fame Dialect with Thucydides and Plato. 
Dr Bentley has abundance of pure Aaglici/ms in 


iis Latin, and Larinifmsin his Englifh, but he 


will not for ali that be willing to allew, either 
that his Differtation on A/alala is in Englifh, 
or that thison Phalzrw isin Latin. 

Well, but fuppofing the Letters to bein 
Attic, what ufe does he make of this? why, 
he argues from hence, that they were written 
by the Sophifts; mho, he tells us, affected to 
excell one another in writing Attic, even to Pedan- 


try and Solecifm (c) A very deep Refle- 
tion! fo deep, that [ muft confefs my felf 
to be a little at a lofs for the Meaning of it. 
The perufal of a late Author indeed has gi- 
venme a clear Nétion what it is to be af- 
feéked even to Pedantry: but the being affected 
evento Solecifm, and in Attic too, is to Me, 
I confefs, a very incomprehenfible degree of 
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Affettation, ig the Athenians, of all 
tne Greeks, {pol ce the molt Pri ope erly, and 
Purely, and were the furtheft remov’d from 
any fufpicion of Solecifims and that ther € 
no one could be guilty of It, while he fpake | 
as They. fpake, any more than a. Man cz mn Me 
ftick ftrialy to the Language of the oa | 
and yet fpeak falfe Englihh, ‘But Dr Bentley i 
Notions of Language differ much from mine; qi 
and therefore tis no wonder if [ do not ap- a 
prehend him. ai 
To let his Flourifh pafs then, and to come | = 
to his Ar sumer ara | will venture to fay, that 
it is a filly. one : and I make thus free with it, 
becaufe i it is *my Own, and mention’d by Me, 
in my Preface to Phalaris*, as 
one of the Grounds I had to * Neq; cum Siculis Scripte 
fufpect the Authority of the ys placuerit femper Diale >» 
us Doricd, 4 Agrigentinorum 
Epiftles ; tho’ I was far, even (qui dasa yuiths Dores wae 
Then, from having that hig! oh Thismud aie ee tae 
‘Opinion of it Dr Ber be has 
or thinking it to be Dem ron rative Evidence: 
and the more I confider it t, the lefs Weizht I 
findin it, 
For Phalaris was by no means 


oft : DUE Gt Ve 
fpeak Doric, .on the account of his bei ng a Si- 


cilian born : for two 200d Reafons: becaufe 
the Natives of s icily (and fo of other pla ces) 


EZ deb 


did not always write in th Ne prevai iling Dia- 

lect of their Countr y > anc becaufe Phalars 

was no Native of Sic pe I thall difpatch this | 

Laft point firft, becaufe fe it will give us the i 

leaft Trouble, | | f Ni 
- If the Credit of the Letters ftands sood, 1 


Phalarés, we are fure. was no Sear <r 


a 


Bent ley indeed fays he was, and threatens to 
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Dr Bentley’s Difertation upon the 
prove it from Good Authors +: but threatn’d 
pe ‘ory, as well as other threatn’d things, 
has the luck fometimes to live long ; and fo 
it has hay ppen ‘din the prefent point : for the 
Dr, notwithitanding his Menaces, has not, 
throughout his Diflertation, {aid a Syl able to 
fhake it. 

I can hel Ip the Dr indeed to One Author, 
that fpeaks fom ething to his purpofe; and 


| i ee ei 
Himan Old Sc ‘hol liaft foo, wh ich will pleafe the 
Dr the bet Now 


er: Nonnus & 2) fays, that Phalaris 
S rth a Sicil but he gives this, to- 
gether with fome other Impertinent and Ri- 
diculous Accounts of him, which he there 
mnfute: “his is all I canat prefent do for 
the matter ; and as little as it 
ore than the Dr has done for him 


j c O7Ci lta fi > 0) 


er Phalarws were ot Sicily, or Nos 
the Dr is poi tive (6), that 


he was not of Aftypalaa, a 
City in Crete, as I have re- 
prefente 4 him. And upon 
t Editors made this faniied miftake of mine 
in Geography; he is very merry.and throws 


Nady ace A Rs out é a great deal of awkward 
SOS Drollery rs which, had there 


been an Occafion given fot it, would, let me 
tell t hin have but ul become a Man of h 
oe nd aReader of Old Scholiafts : bine 


as % is to 


nded purely ona Mifte xi of his 
Ow ny 1S fome K t 


the more i sa afonable, and 
, after the Dr’s fit of Mirth 
him f dionily. how he 
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is over, | wou'd ask 


comes to impute the Difcovery of this new 
City in Crete to me? dor 


not the Epiftles 
theme 


F pt files of Phalari: 


men he - na} ri 2 AND en ES 

hemfel es i lal ty iNppeie if ¢ and does not 
T rote Bae m _ zy J 
je himfelt grow wife enough. or {incere 
such. by the e8th Pace. exnrefly + 
en 2uen, iJ : . oy sdao td) exprel] iL OWN 
: ‘ - ate 2 j 
tha they do fo d lave me the trouble of 
A ie 


proving it ? I have the 
fay tnat Phalaris was lea in 
Crete, asthat he was born at any ial hel 
Name. And what has the Dr to oppofe te ii 
why, he aflures us, that there was nofach 
City in Crete. Has he then a Lift of all the 
fHundred Cities there ? if he has, ’tis a com- 
| pleater one by far than Prolemy’s;and.a migh. 
| tier Difcovery in Gé¢ cography, ‘than that o 
mine, with which he fo ingenionfly « iver 
| himfelé, He fhould however abe had fome 
Wifdom in his Mirth, and have look’d: ab out 
him, before he re efoly’d to ie naniie 
he done fo, he wou’d have found, 1 that bo 
ae tZ1Us ba} and Fazellus (6) 
made this Difcover y before ~ (a) 
jine_: the Laft of thefe Dr Gr: ex | 
| Bentley has vonchiafd to calkitagers ctreiits 
| very Learned Man (©); and ~ \h) Rer.SicE 
IPll ventore to callthe Other C. 1. Phslaris C 
fo. So th: > 
Imiftook afterGreat Names: ~) Differt. p. 12 
land Dr Bentley is unpardona- 
ible, for voahie peal Or not owning 
‘One oft thefe had faid ; 
Wvery Page in Raatiles 
have produc’d fr 
it, as well as q 


eos 


yore 


(> > ° 
Tift. Sicil. 


Vv 


] 


what 
for he quotes (d) the ( 
4 
om him are. 
noted it, he could not pe 
|mifsd? em; They ftand ‘fo fai rly in the Fr C 
Of Fazellus's fhort account of Phz laris, thal 
they muft needs have ftar’d him in the > Face. 
J will not be fo rude as to call fhe Dr a 
Di3 Se 


TL | Tee, 1. oy! ea 
If he had ed 


wT “ate 2 
INUMIm, |p, 


tif I did miftake, “©74e Afiyphalide ortus. 
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Second-hand Critic 5 but the Reader may judge 
how far he has given me an occafion to 
do it. | ty 

Butno Geographer, he fays, has mention’d this 
City in Crete *, He fpeaks unwarily ; I will 
fuppofe, he means, no Old one: No more 
have they feveral of the other Ninety Nine : 
which neverthelefs were as furely there, as if 
half a dozen Geographers had given us the 
Names of them. It is enough for my pur- 
pofe, that the Letters have mention’d this 
Afiypalea. Wi Dr Bentley will difcard all 
Places, that occurr but oncein Ancient Wri- 
ters, he'll make mad work in Geography. 
What does he think of Trinacia, the Sicilian 
Yown in Diodorus? -}- what of the Kests yore 
mention’d by Scylax ? where elfe does he 
meet with *em ? He'll fay, they are corrupt 
Readings, perhaps : but the MSS: agree in 
em. No matter for that! while the MSS 
are for Him, he is for Them ; and no longs 
er. And therefore to fherten the Work, 
and fave my felf, and the Reader, the trou- 
ble of more Inftances, PH. put the Dr in 
mind of what the Learned Palmerins fays up- 
on this paflage in Scylax: The Name of this 


feu Regiun- Place, or Region, fays he, occurs no where, thas 


cule alibi 
quod fciam 
non fit 
mentio. 
Sed ideo 
forte n0n 
eft exter- 


I know of, but here. Neverthelefs, this is not. a 
Sufficient reafon why we fhould quit the word : for 
how many Places, how many Regions were there, of 
which there is but a fingle, or no mention made in 
the Authors that have come down to ws? Does the 


minanda ex boc loco Vox. Nam quot Loca, quot Regiuncule fuerunt, 
quarum Authores, qui ad nos ufque devenerunt, ve] es e 
quam fecerunt mentionem ? 


Dr 
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Dr think, becaufe Affypalea was an Ifland a- 
mong the Cyclades, and among the Sporades, 
that therefore it could not be a Town any 
where elfe ? Is not this juft the Cafe of Naxos, 
which was an Ifle among the Cyclades, and 
yet a Townin Crete, and in Sicily too ? Stra- 
bo mentions Affypalea a Promontory in Attica, 
another Promontory of that name in Caria ; 
athird Aftypalea, the ancient Metropolis of 
the Ifland Cos: and why might there not be 
an Affypalea in Crete too ? 

I have dwelt too long on this point ; how- 
ever I cannot yet part witliit, till i have 
done right to the Learned Greek Profeffor of 
Cambridge, whom Dr Bentley takes upon him 
tocorrect, without the leaft Ground or Co- 
lour of Reafon: to fhew, I fuppofe, that he 
was Impartial ; and refolv’d to beftow his 
Good Manners, as he had done-Himfelf, upon 
Both Univerfities. | 

Mr Barnes would have the Ifland Aftypalea, 
where he fuppofes Phalaris born, to be that 
among the Cyclades. Dr Bentley, allowing 
Phalaris to have been born in the Ifland A/fy- 
palea, yet fays it muft be that among the Spo- 
rades ; for this convincing Reafon ; becaufe 
this Latter was neareft to Crete, whither Pha- 
laris’s Wife and Son arefuppos’d to havejied. Ep. 
LXIX *. 
this Flight from Aftypalea to Crete, wiry mult 
it needs be from the 4fypalea that was near- 
eft ? Thofe that fly are ulually glad to get as 
far as they can out of the reach of their Pur- 
fuers. But now even the Flight, upon the 
Suppofition ‘of which this fine Reafoning 
turns, is it felf a Fiction.’ For neither in that 
D 4. Epultle 


Giving the Dr Leave to fuppofe * 
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any other Epiftle,is any fuch Fight mention’d, 
or fuppos’d, orin the leaff intimated. Was 
it worth his while to forge this little Piece of 
diftory, only in order to contradid his'Bet~ 
ters! Is 


s the Pleafure of inventing.a Circum- 
ftance, meerly to be rude with, an Equivalent 
to the fhame of being told on” ? 

But he has found the Profeflor in another 


Miftake, as Material as This,-and as well 
made out. Mr ves had call’d the Ifland 


e B 

mpi and fot. Afi pers ; andthe Exact 
Dr / herefore is fo kind, as to inform 
him 1 ho Nit fhould be fpelt. A ‘little hare of 
Good | Natiite would have made the Dr fu- 
{pect an Error of the Prefs in. this cafe,.if 
there had been any Error; and a little more 
Reading than he has, would have taught him, 
ie there was no Error in it : for the Pro. 
call’d the Ifland but as Seylax (a) had 
alld it before him. On boththefe accounts, 
tie Oe ete have {par ’d his Criticifm : and 
ohe poten robably, but that Mr Profef- 
for had been guilty of a Fault not to be for- 
given b by Grati itoully undertaking to saPolog 1Z6 
for ee Epi files of Phalaris (0), a his El abbrate 
Edition of Euripides ‘ eh is, (for I can make 
no other fenfe of it) by defending the Au- 
thority of the Epiftles, without having any 
thine for bis Pains. This looks as if the Dr 
thought Learned Men weretofet a Price upon 
their Civilities, and never part with a Favour 
till they had hes ire; 

But toreturn from our Digreflion ; Let us 


aM ow the Dr wha th e contends: for, without 


‘mannér.of Proéf or Reafon, that Phala 
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vis was a Sicilian born: will heinferr from 
hence, that it was neceflary for him to write 
in Doric ? That I can never allow him. For 
we have Inftances without Number, of Au- 
thors.writing in a Dialect different from that 
of theirown Country ; and not a few Inftan- 
ces of Sicilian Writers, who laid afide the 
Doric : and why then fhould Phalaris,a Prince, 
and a very Arbi trary and Lawlefs one, be 
confin’d to it? Agathyrfides, the Hiftorian of 
Samos, had he follow’d the Dialeé& of his 
Country 7 would have written in Jonic ; 
and €bhr “yf or Mibs of Corin ath 5 in Doric ; 
and yet both of ’em writ in the Common 
Diale&, as appears by the Extra¢ts out of 
em, preferv’d i in Stobeus. SOc lid Andronicuz, 
the Rhodian , who parephuas.es fome part of 
Ariftotle, and Dionyfius the Halicarnaffic any tho’ 
both Rhodes and Halicarnafs were Cities of Do- 
rian Original. Herodotus was of the fame place 
with Diony/fin:, and yet made the Jonic Dialect 
his choice; ag Elippocra tes Of C C05; a Dorian 
Town alfo, had done before him.  Rhianus, 
and Epimenide s were both probably Crerans : 
that the Firft of thefe wrote not in the particu- 
lar Dialeét of Crete, we are as fure, as thatthe 
large Fragment afcrib’d to him | is His ; that 
the Latter did not, we have reafon to think 
ftom the fhort Citation out 
of him in St Pan! (a), where 


A 


we find the Commo nwo rd ¥oL ump Onete, PUSERES ChP20E- 


imploy’d inftead of ass, which 

the Grammarians tell 

was peculiar to the e Inhabirant or site S$ 
of that (fland, Alcens.. Sata 


U] 


us (b ) rp f, 


q 


An | Oy wnt | Nes era Anvr im ninrac sa7rhera 4-1, 
ANC OLMONLAES, were Dorn in piaces Where tne 
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Jonic was {poken, and yet writ their -Lyric 
Poems in Molic, or Doric. Dr Bentley in- 
deed pretends in fome meafure to account 
for this, by faying, that the Lyric (or, as He 
loves to fpeak, the AZclic) Poets chofe the 
Doric Diale&t for the fake of the Doric Har- 
mony, which was fitted to That, and to the 
Nature of the Ode: but whythen did not 
the reft of the Lyric Writers chufe it too ? 
It wow’d have become Azacreon’s Odes, every 
whit as well as Sappho’s and Archilochus’s, as 
well as either: and yet both Azacreon and 
Archilochws wrote in Ionic. Sothat no fure 
Rule can be fix’d, or holding Reafon given, 
for the Ancient Writers departing from the 
Idiom of their Country: Hiftorians, Mora- 
lifts, Philofophers, and Poets of all forts 
practisd it at pleafure ; chufing fuch a 
Dialect, as either pleas’d their own Ear, or 
the Ears of thofe for whofe fake they wrote, 


(a) This probably was the 
Cafe of Callimachus, in his 
Hymn upon the Baths of Pal- 
ju, compos-d by him in Do- 
ric, to compliment the 4r- 
gians ( or Argivans, as Dr 
Bentley new names ‘em, p. 
82): tho’ the fame reafon will 
net hold for his Other Doric 
Hymn, dedicated to the ho- 
nour of Ceres: nor can any rea- 
fon, I believe, be given for it, 
but what will equally prove, 
that he ought to have written 
the reft ef his Hymns in Doric. 


and whom they endeavour’d 
to pleafe (2); or fuch, as 
they thought fuited beft with 
their Subje&t - and very often 
they took up with that Dia~ 
lect, which was in Fafhion a- 
mong the Polite Writers of 
the Age in which they liv’d. 
For, that there wasa Fafhiox 
in Dialects,and that the ghief 
of em had feverally their 
Courfe and Period, in which 
they flourifhd, may (not to 


mention other Proofs of it) be gather’d from 
a Pallage in Dionyfius Halicarnaffeus, where he 
fays of the Old Greek Authors, that the 
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thofe the Ionic Dialett to write in, as being 
that which was moft in Vogue MS, Bate. 
gn their time (c). I fuppofe (2)"Oure what “TeiSet OIE 
Gs Abjevar Ala rex Tov, TY Tole 

this only as probable, Dr Ben- 7," scehvers sudascn aye 
tley would have faid it was cay’ Dion. Hal. in Thucyd. 
demonftrable. But no man 
fhould be Dogmatical 1 in Cafes of this Nature, 
where feveral other Circumftances, befides 
the vaft diftance of Time, concur to make the 
| Subject obfcure ; where all is but a Lucky 
_. Guefs,and he that is moft Learned muft, if he 
be fair, confefs that he has but avery dim and 
uncertain Light to fee by. 

It will then be very hard upon our Sicilian 
Prince, to deny hima Liberty, which Wri- 
ters of all forts, and of all other Countries 
and Times have taken : and it will be harder 
fill, if we confider, that this is what has been 
done often, even by Sicilians themfelves. Djo- 
dorus and Empedocles are famous Inftances of 
this kind; the one in Profe, and the Other 
in Verfe : Archimedes the S macifi tans Works 
do not all equally partake of the Doric Idiom ; 
fome have more, and fome have lefs of it, 
as they were written fooner or later; and his 
Treatife of the Sphere and Cylinder, the mott 
remarkable part of his Works, leaft of all. 
_ To come yet clofer to our point : : Wehave 
a Letter writ by Dioz of Syracufe to Dyonyfias + Plat. 
Tyrant of that place, and part of another + 5 Epift. 7. 
written by Dionyfiws himfelf; both preferv’d Dionis 
among the Epiftles of Plato ; where there ©%74t#- 
is not the leaft fhadow of Doricifn: but as 
well the Prince, as the Philofopher, have writ- 
ten their Epiftles i in fuch a Dialect, asif (to ule* Differ. 
Dr Beatley’s Gentleman-like Pl arafe) they had P+ 43° 
gone to School at Athens *. Nay 


ning to Velia, a Town'in Magna Gira CCl ds 


} prea $ Di fyei ‘EaLLOW upon the 


Nay fome of the Princes and | States of S}- 


t 
> and other Dorian Countries , have caus °d 
Coins to be ftruck, whofe inferipr ons are NOE 
in put -e Doric. Abundance of Inftances of 
this kind are to be met with in Goltzius,Paruta, 
and Harduinv : | fhall give the Reader a T aft 


+ 6~ ~ ha Nha ot ' 
of them in the viarpein ae 


Huse * ins lees a) avG@, a Cre Li m Ony 5 in jome othe 
ons it 1S Zu Ste pix ens" “Gan, t “Inf ‘iption of a C On, be- 


But the mo on remarkable Inftance of all is 
th at of Zaleucus, King of the Locrians, a Do- 
ric Colony ; the Preface to whofe Laws is 
preferv’d in Stobeus, an exact and faithfull 


4 

Copier of Old Authe ors, and has plainly no- 
thing of the Doric Dialectin it. Diodorus 
Siculus, who does not fo ftriétly tranfcribe, 


hufes rather to weave things into the 
Phrafe and Body of his Hiftory, has the fame 
Preface, with fome Alterations ; but none, 
that make it more Doric than it is in Sto- 
aes 
And now, upona View of thefe. Inftances, 
¢and others of civiad which I could pro- 
duce; but I {pare the Reader) I might be- 


fpeak the Dr in his own pert way of Engqui- 
ry; es how came Attic (or any other Dia- 
le& but the Doric) to be the Court Language at 
Syracufe ? Hom came Zaleucus, and Dionyfius 


the Tyrant, fo to doat on the Diale& of a Demo- 
craty (a)? How i is it, that thofe Little Prin- 
eS Of Sicily, as A itr aryand Jealous of their 
rive as ie Mightelt Monarch what- 
low'd a Inf{criptions on their Coins, 
were not in the Language of their 
Country 


De Se Was 
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1y 


Country ? Any clear Solution that he ‘hall 


pleafe to afford us of thefe matters will equal 
ly ierve to give us an account, why Phala- 


vis too might be excus’d from writing j in 
Doric. 
The Dr indeed has endeavour’d to prevent 


me ome part of the a that I have 
brought; and has excepted againft fuch In- 
pences as thofe of Empedoc'e es, “and | Di odors, 


whofe Cale, he fays, os wi. dely rem ote fromthat of 


Our Tyrant. The former being to write an EP IC 
POEM, fhew’d an excellent judg: ment in laying 
Afide bis Country Dialeét E for that of the Lonians ; 
for the Doric Idiom had not Grate and Mayefty 
enough for the Subject he was engag’d in : being pro- 
ei indeed for Mimes, Comedies, and Paftoralsy 
where as of Ordinary Rank are reprefented, XC 


but not to be usa in HEROIC, without great di if. 
advantage (a). 


I defire Dr Ber si toinform me, in what? 49: 


Old Scholiaft, or Manufcript Author, he has 
met with this Curious account of Empedocles S 
maids an Epic Poem: as much out of the 
way as he lovesto read, he'll be hard put tot, 
I believe, to find an Authority for it. If he 
can, “tis plain he knows more of Empedocles’s 

Works than Laertius did ; who has been fo 
abfurd, as to inform us particu larly of feve- 
ral lef$ confiderable Pieces of hi iS, fhe! ‘6 pals 
over altogether in filence this Epic Poem. 
Dr énibley will be pleas’d, at his leifure, to 
produce his Vouchers in this point ; which 
am si to belie ee he willdo, at the fame time 
that he lets us know where the Buda ALS of 
Petroniusistobe met with. Evmpedecies wrote 
Many things in Hexameters indeed: but Dr 
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Bentley fare cannot be fo wretchedly ignorant 
as to think, that every large Copy of Verdes 
written in Hexameters, is an Epic Poem. 
Ariftotle would have inform’d him, that Em- 
pedocles was fo far from being an Epic Poet, a 
Poet of the firft Rank, that he {carce deferv’d 
the Name of a Poet at large: There is nothing, 
fays he, that Homer avd Empedocles agree in 
but their Verfe , and therefore Homer indeed may 
juftly be cal’d a Poets but Em- 
pedocles rather a Naturalift; 
Or if Ariftotle 
be too good aBook for Dr 


ay * , 9 ° 
poy parrov i Totmria. Poets Bentley to converfe with ; 


Ce Te 


Comp. of 
anc. and 
mod. Lear. 


os 
Pe 4 Ze 
3 


(6) Differ. 
p- 


59: 


there isa Writer of lefs fize, 
even his Friend Mr. Wottoz, who would ‘have 
taught him the Diftinction between Philofophi- 
cal and Epical Poems 5 that is, fuch as Empe- 
docles and Lucretius wrote onthe one fide, 
and Homer and Virgil on the other, He 
who is fo nicely fevere upon Phalaris, for 
confounding pia@ and éacyei»r (b), fhould 
have taken care not to have given Phala- 
vis Friends an Opportunity of making Re- 
prifals, The Fatal Miftake in this cafe was, 
that Svidas, the Dr’s Oracle, callshim 2 g0Tr0es, 
which ftrictly taken, fignifies an Epic Poer,but 
in it’s loofe fenfea Verfifier only ; and the Dr 
was not at leifure to take notice of this di- 
ftinction. 

And if Ewpedocles did not write an Epic 
Poem, how did he fhew his Fudgement in laying 
afide his Country Dialeét ? Could not Phyfics 
have been as Fudicioufly wrotein Doric Ferfe, 
by Aim, asin Doric Profe by Ocellus Lucanus, 
and the reft of the Pythagoreans ? His ingpys 
Cue 
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tife of Expiations (a), why would it not have (©) Kadag- 
born being written in Doric,as well as Theocri~ 4?* 


tus’s Pharmaceutvia? e{pecially fince Laertius 
intimates, that the Subje& of that Treatife 
was in great meafure drawn from the Pytha- 
goreans; would it not properly then have been 
compos’ in the Dialect thofe Philofophers 
usd ? We have feveral {mall Remains of 
Empedocles; but not a Line of his in Doric. 
We have a Large Fragment of his directed 
to the People of dgrigent, his Townimen : 
did he fhew his Fudgment tn laying afide his Coun- 
try Dialect there too, when he was directing 
his Verfes to the very People of his Country ? 
Had the Doric Idiom not Grace and Majefty 
enough for the Subject he was engag’d in, when 
the Subject was no higher than an Account of 
Himfelf to his own Countrymen ? If Doric 
be proper for Adtimes, Comedies, and Paftorals, 
where Men of Ordinary Rank are reprefented, why 
is it not as proper for little Poems, where 
Men of ordinary Rank are addrefs’d to ? [I 
believe it would puzzle a Man of lefs Sagaci- 
ty than Dr Bentley, to tell us, for what rea- 
fon Empedocles usd lonic, but becaufe he had 
a mind to’t; and may not the fame reafon be 
urg’d alfo in behalf of the Attic of Pha- 
laris ? 

Dr Bentley has had very ill Luck in bring- 
ing off the Poer, letus fee whether he has bet- 
ter in what he has to fay for the Aifforian. 
* Diodorus Siculus, he tells us, and the other 
Fiiftorians of Dorian Nations, bad great reafon to 
decline the Ufe of their Vernacular Tongue, as im= 
proper for Hiftory 5 which befides the affectation 
of Eloquence, aims at Eafine{s and Perfpicuity, and 

z$ 
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is defign d for General Ufe : but the Dorie ts Cour e 
and Rujitc, and always clouded with an Obfcurity. 
The Reader cannot but obferve inthis Paf- 
fage the particular Beauty and Happinefs of 
the Dr’s Expreffion: but it matters not much 
how he Writes, let us confider how he .Rea- 
fons. 
If the Dr’s Solution be juft, how came 
Archimedes, and the Pythagorean Naturalifts, 
and Aforalifts, not to dectine the ufe of their 
Vernacular Tongue, as well as the Hiftorians ? 
They all, Idare fay, aim’d as much at Per- 
Picuity , and the Laft of the Three, doubtlefs, 
defign’d their 7 reatifes as much for General 
Ufe. Y will not fay indeed, that they affected 
Eloquence, becaufe 1 donot think that a good 
Character, whatever Dr Bentley may : but, 
which is much better, they were Eloquent, 
very Lofty and Magnificent, and withal very 
Clear in their Expreffion: on both which | 
accounts they are recommended by Diony/ius 
Halicarnaffans *, to be read by 


* Mearompemcis 93 79 all thofe that defire to write 
Ne Aol aeeucrn i Le A > ns . = "9 
atta, Wmommnt © te well, And his Judgment in 
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valu’d ; becaufe He wrote ex- 
cellently well himfelf, and with great Per- 
{picuity. | 
Tis true, as the Doric Diale& grew out 
of Ufe and Requeft, their Writings grew lefs 
Eafie and Perfpicuous ; and Porphyry had rea- 
fon therefore to attribute the decay of the 
Pythagorean Sc& to the Ufe, or rather to the 
Decay of that Dialect : but without difpute 
the Doric, in its flourifhing days, had the 


fame degree of Clearnefs as the reft ; and the 
Phi- 


E piftles e 


Philofophers; that writ in it, d 
Works to, be, of as General 1 ats, 
as long as thofe of the Hiltorians. So-that 
Dr Bentley | fi aS a; Lis gn’ ‘dno Reafons for the Hi? 


“rians not wr iting in Pods , Dut what will ferve 
as well to prove Others not to have writin it, 
tho’ we are fure they did: a Way ¢ if arguing, 
worthy his Ad Suhiro ous Pen! and which no- 


body, I believe, will envy himt ‘he honour of! 

Hitherto Ihave been proying againft D 
Bentley, 1 hope not without fuccefs) t 7 
laris was under no obligation of wi ‘s ng ‘Doi ic 
tho’ he had been 2 Sicilian bor ‘as much Ie ag was 
he oblig’d to write it, upon the account of 
Living among the Agrigentines, or Rab eme 


& 


zy 
over them, as Dr Bentley preter ids. fle was. 
ld 


u& 


Publican (fays the Dr) or Collector of T: AXES COM 
not that Perpetual Negoce and Conve rfe wit abe 
? 


Dorians bring his Mouth.t ro [pea k alittle broader*: 
No doubt it could; and pen haps it did : but the : 
Queftion is whether ,notwithitanding his lear- 
ning Doric, he migh it hobretain another Dia- 
Je&t with it; and {peak it, and wr lig it-at his 
pleafure ? But would noe He that amd at. Ao- 
narchy, and for that 7 salon de fig’ ato the P ap lat. 
DAVE quitted his Old Dial let fi Or that of the place, 
and not by every word he fpake make the Invidious 
Difcovery of his being a Scrar wer f° “Vhe «Dr 
forgetsthat every one of Phalaris’s Epiftle 
were written after. he was a pate ee He 
pight; for ought we Bet w, {peak Daric be- 
ore he got into Powe 3 DUE Paver wats there 
was no need of reer in 1g t € Peo] , for he 
| Sovern’d, by his Bluc-c coats.*-... At iL think he 3 


| 
| 
| 


eis, net, ihave-taken a more Banic: vay of 
ewin® his Tyrannical Temper, than by 


| 
A 


* P, 


oe 
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throwing off the Langnage of the Country, 
and ufing a Foreign Dialect in all his Di- 
fpatches. The Conqueror is fuppos’d to have 
done much the fame thing by Us, when he 
chang’d the Language of our Law; and he 
fhew’d himfelf in nothing more a Conqueror, 
than by doing it. 

But the Dr has urg’d, that Phalaris, being 
fuch a Tyrant, would not probably have been 
fond of the Language of a Democraty, that was 
eninent ly {4100 rupaww@- an hater of Tyrants *, Was 
not Dorit too the Language of the Lacedemo- 
nians ? and did not they hate Tyrants, as much 
as the Ai hexians themfelves? At this rate, Pha- 
laris could not bave fpoken any Dialect of the 
Greek Tongue, for every one of ’em was the 
Language of 2Democraty,fomewhere or other. 
If the Dr’s Reaijoning be right indeed, it may 
happen to prove that the Entities are not Ge- 
nuine, becauie not written inPerfic : but it will 
never prove ’em Spurious, becaufe they are not 
writtenin Doric. After all, what Trifles are 
thefe to amufe us with ? that Phalaris, to -be 
fyre, would not ipeak Attic, becaufe the Athe- 
nians in bis time avove out Pififtratus ? Would 
I give my felf leave to Declaim at this rate, 
might I not with much better colour fay, that» 
Phalaris would, to chufe, make ufe of that 
Dialect ; becaufe it was the Language of P7- 
fiftratus, hisBrother Tyrant ? 1 fee Dr Bentley 
loves no lefs to argue, than read out of the 
way ; and it is fo much out of the way, that I 
am afham’d to follow him. 

Werel fo very a Critic, asto love Wran- 
gling rather than Truth, I might further di- 
fpute it with the Dr, whether Doric were 
the 


SA 
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the Language of Agrigent, or no, and that 
upon no lefs an Authority than Strabo’s, 
who exprefly fays, that Agrigent was 2 Colo- 


ny of the Jovians (a): And 
Monfieur Adenage () rely’d 
upon this fo far, as to ac- 
count from hence -for the 
onic of Empedocles. How- 
ever, I muft freely own my 
Opinion, that this Paflage is 
corrupted, and that we ought 
to read readwy inftead of Idn0r, 
according to the account 


(4) Keaceept yes o 7rotn G 
vad ; / os ? f\ 
& VELKSOLOP, Axperzes de 
"leopoy 1 ere Pp. 272. 


(5) Cerré ut erat Arigen- 
tum Jonum Colonia,tefte Stra- 
bone, Agrigenttni,licet Siculi, 
(qui quidem Sicult Dores e- 
rant) Ionico fermone forfan 
urebantur. Notz in Diog: 
Laert. 1. 8. fe&. Go. 


which that moft Exa& and 
Faithful Writer 7; bucydides has givenus 3 not 
to ment.on Polybius, and the Scholiaf? on Pin- 
dar, And this Conjeéture is the more pro- 
bable, becaufe Strabo feems to be {peaking 
there of Colonics drawn from one part of 
Sicily to another ; fuch as that from Syracu/e 
to Camarina, which he mentions in the wordé 
immediately foregoing. I wonder how this 
efcap’d the moft Learned and Acute Cafuu- 
bor’s obfervation. Not to infift upon this 
therefore; but allowing Dr Bentley, that A: 
grigent wasa Dorian Vown, as I believe it was ; 
allowing him, that Phalaris was even bord 
there, if he pleafes, orin any other Town in 
Sicily that he fhall pitch upon, as I believe 
he was not: and allowing further, that Pha- 
laris was oblig’d on this account to fpeak Do- 
tic as long as he liv’d, yet ftill l have One 
Queftion to ask the Dr ; How can he prove, 
that Phalaris did not write Doric ? ’tis true, 
the Epiftles at prefent are not in that Dialed: 
but they might have been Originally in it; 
Beng: and 
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and aiterwards,u pon the difufe of that Diale&, 
as been turn * out of it into the Ordinary Law 
guage, at the Fancy of Jome Copyer before the Days 
of Stobeus *. “this the Dr has irrefragably 

eP. 49 prov d, in the very Article we are upon, to 

have been the cafe of Ocellus Lucanus?s Book, 

areph Tis Te Tass gusews : and why may it not 

have been the cafe too of Phalaris’s Epiftles ? 

mH lf fome Copyer, fice Stobeus’s time, thought 
1h that Ocellus's Phyfics would look better out of 

Ml , Dor ic, thanin it, and therefore tran{dialected 

‘| em; why m ight not fome ether Copyer, be- 
ath Five Stobeus’s time, think the fame of our Ty- ¢ 

iit | rant’s Letters. and dothe fame to’em ? and 

why, after this was done, might not the Ori-« 

ginal Phalaris be loft, as well as the Origi- 

nal Ocellus ? It is certain, Stobeus thought 

that this might fo happen, or at leaft, that 

7 | Phalaris might not have written Doric ori- 

~S ginally ; for he tranf{cribes feveral of his Epi- 

files into his Excellent Work, in the very 
Language we now find ’em, without ima- 
gining in the leaft that they could not be 
Genuine; becaufe they were not-in Doric. 
Such a Confequence as that never enterd 
into his Head : He had met with feveral 
Sicilian Writers, that chofe to write out 
of the Dialect of their COunLet es particularly 
Empedocles, an Author of th e fame Town with 
Phalaris : (He had not indeed met with any 
Ee roie Poem of his ; that Lucky Hit was re- 
ferv'd for the Inc juifitive Dr Bentley) and he 
had met alfo with fome Writers, whofe works 
were at firft in all probability perin’d in Do- 
ric, and yet were in another Diale& in his 
time : for inftance, the Pieces of Periétyone, and 
Jrj- 
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va YW 
probably wrote Doric, becanie they were P. 
thagoreans; and yet in Stobcus’s time it is 
plain, that fome part of the Writings of the 


a fey 


One were in fonic, and thofe of the Othe 
GfI remember right; for I have not Sroban 


now by me) in the Common Diale@. Le 


Dr Bentley then take which fide he pleafes ; 
either that Periétyone, and Ariftoxenus, (and I 
a 


Ariftoxenus, two Pythagoreans; and who very 


& 


t 


om s 
et % 


will add Zalencus too, who we are fure was 
Pythagorean alfo from very good Authority *} * Porph.in 
either, I fay, that thefe did write originally ae ee 
in Doric, or that they didnot. If they did, ‘Higa? sic. 
then we have Inftances in em of Ancient Au- / 

thors tran{dialected very early, long before 84 
the days of Stobeus; if they did not, themhere 

is a plain Proof that Authors (all probably | of 
Doric Countries (to be fureTwo of ?em were) 
might neverthelefs not write Doric: and ci- 
ther of thefe being granted me, the Reader 
fees, there will be no difficulty in juftifying 
the Dialect of Phalaris. Indeed if the Laft be 
granted me, it will be pretty dificult to julti- 
fie Dr Bentley's hardy affertion, that rhe Py- 
thagoreans would fooner have loft their Lives, 
than have written out of Doric (a); and that, if (2) Differ. 
tney had done it, it is moft certain they would b> 47> 
have been banifh’d the Society (b). And there- (6) Ibid, 
fore Dr Bentley, 1 fuppofe, to make himfelf p. 48 
Confiftent, (a very hard Task 1) will choofe 

rather to grant, that thefe Writers were ori- 

ginally in Doric : and if they were, he will 
pleafe to confider, how they got out of it . 
and fhew us, why Phalaris might not get ont 
the very fame way, 


And 
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And here I fhould take my leave of this 
tedious Article, but that 1 hear Dr Bentley 
crying out "Evesxe, and calling loudly on the 
Learned \Vorldtoliften toa mighty Di/cove- 
| Je undertakes to prove, that Ocellus 


diate his Vernacular Idiom, 


did not re} 
3 = % / 
tis 7% Wev]es guoves | 


A Lote chee Lez f? Fo 
m0r compose bis Book {¢e 


in the Drefs that it now wears, but in his own 


Hl * Diflert. Country fafhion * , that is, in plain Englifh, 


that he did not write it in the Common Dia- 
lect, as "tis now extant, but in Doric. Upon 
this the Dr fpreads his Plumes, and {wells 
beyond his ufual pitch: J dare engage to make 
out, and, If I may exped Thanks for the Difco- 
very, are Expreflions that carry in ’em an 
Extraordinary Air of Satisfaction; and feem 
a little too Pompous for the Matter they in- 
troduce, were it entirely New, and his Own; 
but they much lefs become it, confidering itis 
all taken, Word for Word, out of a Preface 
to an Edition of Ocell:, as 1 fhall now fhew 
the .eader. 

Vizzaniws, above fifty Years ago, put ont - 
4 Bononice Ocellas|- and in his Prolegomena to that Piece, 
has faid every thing that Dr Bewtley has pro- 
duc’d on this Subject, toa Tittle ; and (which | 
is a little unlucky) has faid it almoft-in the 
very fame Words too: only Dr Bentley is in 
Englifh (1 compliment him when I fay fo) 
and Vizzanius is in Latin. The Dr has 
condefcended to tranflate that Honeft Edi- 
tor’s Pretace, without making the leaft Im- 
provement of a fingle Argument there, but 
not without worfting feveral; and has the 
Modefty after that to take it al] to Hime 
felf, as the Inventor; and to talk nee 
this 


a 
Pe 47- 


x | 646 ° 


| 
{ 


‘this Petty Larciny of his, than Vizzanins did 
| of the Original Difeovery; which he thought 
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too Obvious to value himfelfupon. Perhaps 
Some, who have not the Opportunity of com- 
paring this Editor with Dr Bentky, may de 
glad to have a Particular Account of the Dr’s 
Ingenuity in the matter: and therefare { {hall 
take the trouble of going through all he {ays 
On this point, and plainly thew, whencehe had 
his Inteiligence. 


I fiad ays the Dr *) it was agreed and co-* Dilfert. 


y 


venanted among the Scholars of that Itslian Seéh,P: 47° 


gavin “y phicdeus TH mretleebes (Jambl. Vit. Pyth.) I can 
tell him, where he found it, it was in Vizza. 
wis: who faysthe fame thing, and quotes 
the very fame Authority for it. Jd cert af- 
Serendum crediderim Ocellum Doricd Diale&o 
funm Opus conferipfiffe, tim quia Pythagoraos 


quofliber ill fuduiffe comperio, -tim quia td Fy- 


thagora fuadeant Inftituta, qui femper Idiomarsn 


H . . \ - =H | > \ 
Gracorum Doricum maxime volute fettari, tum 


. . \ ‘ e « ; 
| antiquins, tum etiam preftantins ilud arbitratus 


tefie Famblicko, in Vita Pythag. Indeed he 
makes no fuch Inference as Dr Bentley does, 
thatthe Pythagoreans would fooner have loft their 
Lives, than have broken this Agreement 5 and 
that ’tis moft certain, if anybody had publi fd a 
Book again|t that Injunttion, he would bave been 
banifh’d the Society : becaufe he knew, this was 
not obferv’d by Empedocles, nor by the Au- 
thor of the ypuC@ #7, nor even by Jamblichus, 
while heis writing this Account of the Pyrha- 
Loreans 5 no, nor by Pythagoras himfelf, if Dio- 
enes Lacrtins may be credited. 


Ets ’Tis 
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My Rentley’s Diff 
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Tis true, Boren fpeaks a little unwari- 
ly , and may be underfteed to intimate, that 


the Ute of this Dial among ine Italian sect 


phy Jed it ay tod flig ‘aune a ast of 
Gamblichus. Dr Bentley took all he found 
there for his Own, and this Miftake among 


the reit; and when he had it, to make it 
look the more like his Olay gave It the 


f = ae Oe eT a | aE ry Fy 5 a I (B® L 
Conadent Turn, Immediately thefe Jafitura 


ar I “ile he SY | 
Pythagore grew a lolemn Injunétion of hE hago 


VAs - which the Dr talks. as megan of, 
as if he had feen a Go pyc of it. But methinks 
he might have inferr’d, ns there was no In- 


a 
unction of this kind, fre m mite, he himfelt 
att a tee > oy 
ut ae 


id told us out of famblichus but Three Lines 
defore ; that thus Uie of th th e Dialed proceed- 
ed from a Covenant and _Azreement among the 
Scholars > then flyer ae they who know 
what an Implicit regard was paid to Pythago- 

1s S Orders by all his Scholars, will ealily a- 


e there could be no bed of their 
‘tring into a Compact, to do any thing that 


& 
Hehadcommanded. Dr Beutley’s Adverfaries 
may be as fevere upon him, on the account 


a 
4 
} 


of his Criticifms as they pleafe : but they 
needs muft allow him to have a Particular 
Talent at Reafoning ; and to have thus much 
at leat of a Good difputant, that he is fure 
tO make the moft of bis Argument. : 
Dr Bentley's next Suggeftion is this 5 We 
are affur'd that the other Pieces of this Author 
ve made in Doric, as one of Law det Nous, ci- 
te hy Stobeus. Vizza mius too cites this Frag. 


ime nt Of Ocellus’s Piece at Nous, trom Stobauss 


and 
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and makes the fame Ufe of it : Ocellum /cil. 
Lucanum /cimus Librum de Legibus Scrip(iffe— 


pes 
alyo 


bujus fragmentum exper Stovens —~ Dori¢a Dia- 
leito expreffum, &c. 

Dr Bentley goes on: But, whichis plain De- 
monfiration , Four Citations are brought by the 
famé Writcr ont. of this very Book, api ris re 
gallos evoeas 5 all which are in Doric, and not, as 
they are now extant, ia the Common Dialett: 
Vizzanius refers us to thefe four very places 
as they lie in Srobeus, and obferves too that 
they are there in Doric: not,as they arenow 
extant in the Common Dialect. De cateris 
tandem in hoc Ocelli Opufculo contentis quis dubi- 
tet ? Si enim primum refpiciamus Caput, textum 
ejufdem ultimum 5 fifecundum caput, textumfex- 
tums fi tertinm caput, poftremam texts quarti 
partem , & textum quintum & fextum, tifdem 
fervatis vocibus, mutata licet Dialetto, ad 
amuffim veluts Ocelli dogmata defcribit Stobzus. 

From hence Dr Bentley argues, that this 
Tract of Ocellus zow extant is to be acknowledg’d 
for a Genuine Work; which HIT HERTO Lear- 
ned Men have doubted of from this very bufinefs 
of the Diale&t. Sodoes Vizzanins, in the paf- 
fage before quoted, and agen, Grave Stobei 
Teftimoninum, non perfunttorie, fed fummo fiudio 
veteris monumenta fapientia femper luftrantis ind 

[Opus de Lege] ab Ocello produjfe dubitare non fi- 
nit, & tamen Dorico Idiomate videmus con{cri= 
ptum, cujus nec minima in boc [wi tis Te aav]és 
glsgas] opere con{piciuntur veftigia : ideo, an 
vere Ocellus auseum hoc opus eoufcripferit, jure 
quemcungue {ufpicari contingat— hinc tamen cers 
ta potius quibus ills opert fides conciliatur, erumpuut 
argumenta. The only difference between ¥iz- 

ZAMIMS 
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zanius and Dr Bentley upon this point, 13} 
that Vizzanins does not triumph over the 
miftakes of thofe that went before him 5 nor 
tell us that All the Learned Men of Lat- 
ter Ages had doubted whether the Work 
were Genuine, even when he might perhaps 
have faid this fafely and truly: Whereas Dr 
Bentley fays it, fitty Years afterwards; and 
affures the World, that AIT HERTO Learned 
Men have doubted of this matter, at the very 
time that he is Tranflating a Learned Man, 
who was fo. far from doubting of it, that he 
was giving Reafons, why No-body fhould ever 
doubt of it hereafter, 

Dr Bentley concludes his Whole Argument 
thus ; Now We fee by thefe Fragments, that ever 
Word of the True Book is faithfully preferv'd, the 
Doric only being changd into the ordinary Lan- 
guage, at the Fancy of fome Copyer, fince the 
Days of Stobeus. Vizzanins does not {peak 
quite fo ftrongly asthe Dr 5 but he gives much 
the fame account of it: Oxis dubiter de hoc 
Opufculo, cnm viderit eofdem quosretulit Stobzus 
textus tifdem quidem omnino verbis, at diversa 
Dialetto, Doriea fcilicit conferiptos? ——~indéque 
teant ac facili immutatione Ocelli Opera ad Atti- 
cam traduita Dialettum? and in the Words 
before quoted [ Hine certa potius, &@c.| He an- 
{wers the Cavils of thofe who fufpected Ocel- 
lus from his Diale&, and handfomely turns 
their own Arguments againft them. But I 
mult give Dr Bentley his Due, and ownhehas 
here made fome Improvement : for Viczanins 
never thought of carrying this Argument fo 


far as to prove, that becaule thefe few Frag- 


ments cited by Stobeus exa@ly agree with 
Osel- 


Sea ee 
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Ocellus,as we now have him; therefore "tis cer= 
tain, that every Word of tae True Book is faith- 
fully preferv’d. “This was a Confequence re- 
ferv’d for Dr Bentley, which a Common Cri- 
tic, who reafons but like other Men, would 
never have thought of : and it being the on- 
ly one which he has produc’d of his Own on 
this Occafion, I fhould not be juft to him, 
unlefs I fairly told the World, thathe did nor 
borrow it. 

And now, why don’t the Critics, Great 
and Small, rife up to do him Homage ? How 
many Letters can he produce: from Learned Men 
abroad, who have paid him their acknowledg- 
ments for this Information ? What has he to 
fay for himfelf ? can he pretend not to have 
feen this Edition of Ocellvs? how came he 
then to hit juft upon all Vizzanius fays, ‘and 
no more ? has he not feen the Amfterdam 
Edition of Dr Gale neither ? To what pur- 
pofe does he think that Dr Gale fet thofe 
Four Paflages out of Srobeus before his Editi- 
on, but to let People fee that his Author was 
Genuine, and writin Doric ? He did not 
indeed make a Stir with that matter in his 
Preface, becaufe he knew that Vizzanins had 
exhaufted the point before Him ; and he 
thought it not fitfor him to takethe humble 
and difhonourable Task of tran{criving ano- 
ther Man’s Labours, either with, or without 
naming hig. 

Lam glad of this Opportunity of mention- 
ing the Worthy Dean of York, and of paying 
my Publick Acknowledgments to him, for 
the particular Kindnefs and Favours i receiy’d 
from him, while I was under his Care. he 
Foun 
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Foundation of all the Ii ttle Knot wiedged I have 
in thefe matters was laid by Him; which [ 
gratefully own: for I think my felf oblis’d 
to let the World know, whem. i hav e been 
beholden to, tho’ Dr Beuzley, I find, be of as 
nother Opinion. 
And now [ think I may without Vanity fay 

that have outdone Dr Bensley in the way of 


— 


Difcavery: for Mine, as inconfiderable as it is, 
isa Difco overy 5 and fuch an one, aS proves 
His to be None. 7 


ROM the particular Idiom of Speech 
which Phalaris us’d, Dr Bentley has proved 
nothing but this, that he can Conftrue 2 La- 
tin Preface, take a Learned Man’s Notions, 
and calmly ‘put ‘em off for his own ; and then 
imperioully fummon in the Men of Letters to 
do Obeyfance to Him, as the Difcoverer : all 
which I, and hisReaders would readily have 
allow’d him, without putting him to the trou- 
pec ine git. Having therefore thus ftre- 
nuoufly m anap’d the Arzument of the Dial let, 
he now turns his Formidable Pen to another 
kind of Proof :' He has found out, that the 
Greekeven of that Diale&tis more Atedirn than 
the Times of Phalaris. 
His Arguments on this Head are fo far 
from making any thing to his purpofe, that 
one would imagine he brought ’em only as 
fo many Inftances to illuftrate what he faid 
in the 13th Page, that Men have been deceiv’d 
im their C onjettures of this nature, even to Ridi- 
cule. For, could he make out what he aims 
at, and produce fome Expreffions from thefe 
Epi- 
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Epiftles, that are not us’d by the Ancient 
Greek Write rs, what would he infer from 
hence? that thefe Words were certainly 


_coin’d fince the Age of Phalaris ? how does he 


know but that they might be then in ufe, and 
dropp'd after wards when the Learned Age 
came on ; and reviv’d again, as that declin’d? 
Horace though it fuch Changes and Revoluti 


-ons in Speech not unufual : and it sich 


eafily be prov’d, that there have been many 
fuch, both in the Greek and Latin Tongue 5 


| but that Dr Bentley has made the Proof of 


it fuperfluous here: for he has not produc’d 


| any One Word, that is of that New Stamp he 
| pretends. And among all the Adarks and 


Moles (4) which he fays, betray the Epi files t0.(a) Did 
be aThoufand Years you nger than Phalaris (6), p. 52 
he has had the Judgement to chufe out fuch,( F 


/as betray Him to be as little a Critic in 


| Place: Tpetpema 


the Greek’ Language, as he is in his 
Own. 

He has fo propos’d his Firft Inftance, that 
He and I fhall have no Difpute about it iaSDiis 
in the fenfe of accufin 


,) So B95 
he fays, an Innovation iv Lan Agiage, | for which the 
| Antients usd mpog'po. I entirely agree with 


him, *tis an Inaovation in Language, and a 
very Modern one ; fo Modern, that if fuipect 
*twas firft broach d by a Little Git. that writ 
towards the latter end of the 16th Century: 


(whom I fhall not forget to talk with on’ this 


icore, when I find his Criticifm in its Proper 
Place , among the Faults af the Verftor) and 
confeqn 1ently 1 apprehe nd the ek pul esto be 
in no danger from This We ord ; bur the next 
feems to carry Terror init. . Fc 


q 1, a TY\¥ys rep 
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clares, that -rpod\eSonsrer, which in the XVIIth 
Epift. mult fignifie, having given before, was 
never fo usd by the Ancients, but always for ba- 
ving betray'd. And this is oné of the Inftam- 
ces that isto bring downthe Date of the 
Letters a Thoufand Years lower than their pre- 
tended Author. Let it have its force, tothe 
€onfufion of Phalarir, and all his Adherents ¢ 
but what fhall we do for St Paul? He comes 
far within this Period, fo that the Writings 
that carry his Name muft be Four hundred 
f Years Younger than we Chriftians fuppofe 
ai 7em: and the Epiftle to the Romans could not 
ill be the Genuine Work of that Apojfle, but was 
| penn ’d ( as Phalaris’s Epiftles were) by fome 
more Recent Sophifi, whom Dr Beatley has 
detected and unmask’'d by the word aestfuxer, 
employ’d to fignifie, he gave before, [ Rom. 
XI. 3§.] but never us’d in this fenfe, till many 
EG Ages after our Saviour. What fhall we fay 
to this ¢ Shall we allow Dr Bentley tobe a 
Scurvey Critic, or fhall we in Tendernefsto 
his Honour, give up our Bibles? Perhaps 
the Dr may , for this once, be miftaken: 
and Pm the rather inclin’d to think he is, 
becaufe I find @esdiSourand @esdoots us’d in the 
very fame fenfe by the Beft Writersof Anti- 
(aKa roy Quity: Xenophon (a), Demofthenes (b), and Ari= 
Ts aslo ftotle (c) 3 if the Occonomicks by his, 
CHA OLE VOY 
(in Brcie Teils aeooearduevoy ame dans, x en palwas mered wey 
| ase TO SpeTeuua roar aeglunstepov en’ Which Lewnclavius rightly 
| tranflates, Praterea Cyrus © Stipendiym prits ils debitum perfolvit, 
; © menftruum aliud ante tempus numeravit. Xen. Hellen. 1.1. p. 4415 
(5) —widalelucv® vadtas.as oh re wy deisesdwpeds x) read boets 
S35 exgsw usysaas’ Orat. ads Toavxa- 
(¢)— ere tol av rl €f) ae? av Toy SUTrOplcey wss The rpoded cucvhy 
Tplulmoy cirapniay Swosay aprors SuSbveg’ Occon J. 2. 
| Thefe 
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Thefe are Great Authorities; but if they 
fhould prevail with the Dr to withdraw this 
) Argument, we are not yet fafe; he has {till 
‘a ftronger Objection again{t the Epiftles of 
St Paul, and Phalaris, taken from the word i 
I Sexe, put for following 5 which, he fays, an- Vi 
ciently fignificed to purfue, when that which fled 
feard and fhunn'd the Purfuer. What pity 
‘tis, the Knowing Dr Afody had not learnt 
) this Secret Piece of Criticifm fooner ? how 
eafily might he: have provd the Septuagint i 
of a muchlefs Authority, and Later Date i 
| than Voffivs contended for, by that Exprefli- 
on in Ezra (ix. 4.) mas dSuduay abyor cs ? by te 
iwhich however the LXX, ! fuppofe were H@ . 
far from meaning , every one that perfecutes wi 
the Word of God. Aino, as I remem- | 
i ber , is us’d once only: by Phalaris in this 
pfence; but lam fure ’tis frequently fo em- 
)ploy’d by St Pax/ ; and Remarkable it is, 
p that in one Paflage of his Epiftles the Word 
pistaken both in Phalaris’s folowing, and Dr 
| Bentley’s perfecuting Sence, within the Compafs 
of two Lines: carkeviay Sudnevres* "BuaAoyare rhe 
D Siaxovlas upas” Rom. XII. 1g, way Now let 
| Phalaris fhitt for himfelf ; but lam agen con- 
pcern’d to put inone word for our 4po/fle. 
) Would Dr Bentley give himfelf Time to con: 
i fider, he would find, that Avexw, in all its va- 
| rious acceptations {till implies the Notion of 
| Following : fometimes the Thing folow’d has 
} reafon to fly and fear the Follower ; and then | 
) it fignifies to pur/ue in Dy Bentley's fence + but bia 
fometimes the Thing follow’d is lefs fhy and 1) 
| timorous ; and tien it fignifies barely to follow. 
Theocrttus fays, 
‘A 
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Now tho’ the Kid might be afraid of the 
Wolf, yet the Cytifus is not fo apt to run 
away from the Kid: and Virgil therefore; 
who underftood the force of a Greek Word 
as well as Dr Bentley, tranflates it thus, 


4a ————— Lupus ipfe Capellam, 
oF) Florentem Cytifum fequitur lafciva Capella. 


ii where the Word fequitur, which is of itfelf 
ih Indifferent, is, as the Greek Word Axe is 

Hi in Theocritus’s Werfe,. determin’d to fignife 

cee differently by the feveral things to which it: 
is apply’d. In much the fame fence it is usd 
by Ariftotte, throughout his Ethicks, where- 
éver he has occafion to.exprefs a purf{uit. after 
| Honour, Riches, Pleafure, Virtue, and many 
| fuch Objeéts, which are under no fearful ap- 
prehenfions of the purfuer. If Dr Bentley, 

benot yet convince’d, Irefer him for hisfar- 

| ther fatisfaction to Plato (a), 

® Tatra tv, @KéBns, and DionyfiusHalicarnaffaus.(b)s 
( Tis Socrates {peaks) “Fu- and | defire him. particularly. 


¢.™ Io & 22¢n : x oN 
Udlste POL. S Hy OpWay hl y, 2V | ; 
cumeovis sus Drernewy" bree 0 confider thofe. Words of, 


3.05 Colne, THUscov” nersiucr —-LeMOphON, in the Memoirs of, : 
qt > oa ie \ ys Loh 
~ Adlwatoe Phed. Socrates, xpi TSS QIABITLES QEVIEIYs 


AC) Oaiys Brecon eo Lanse 0 TES SUyvopovas. Sraxey, which. 

eS Thy Toa’ Laujtulus ; By: F Ai mat 

followed Romulus into the according ee the little Skill f 
| City, P have in Greek, 1s to be tran- 

AL ye Fy 5 Le ; 3 ’ 

{lated thus 5 We ought to fly the 

Men of a Troxblefome Temper 4. and to .court. 
the Candid. But if Senxew herefignihed roper/e- 
Cites 


mwa 
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bute, then ge'Yev,which is oppos’d to it,would {i 
|fignifie ro court, and fo indeed we fhould have ii 
|a Precept for Courting Dr Benricy. i 

He inftances again in thefe words, 7atSwy i 

égasm}, which in one of the Epift] sare meant 1 

to exprets Lovers of their Children ; whereas i) 

fays he, this of Old would have been taken for a Hy 

Flagitious Love of Boys; and he wou'd argue 1 

from thence, that this ufe of the word muft i 
be introduc’d by fome Modern Sophift Now i 
| to Me the Argument feemsto lie quite the 7 
| other way; and fince the words udu, seascy — 
and wudscomi were, in latter times, of fuch ul 
|infamous ufage, ‘tis not to be imagin’d, that an 
ia Sophift fhould put ’em into Phalaris’s Mouth, \o- 
ito exprefs the Love of Children: but ’tis veny i) 

) conceivable, that this in Phalaris’s time might 
| be an innocent Expreffion s tho’ afterwards, 
) as Greece grew lewder, it had aDouble Mean- 
| ing, and was therefore not fitto be us’d, Pm 
‘fure, I can give a better reafon for my con- 
pjecture than the Dr can for his; and it is 
i this: Whenever Phalaris has occafion to ex- 
| prefs the scandalous Love of Boys, he does not 
| ufe this word, as Later Authors do ; he calls ere 
i Lycinus (Ep. IV.) abtvev ty ue, bur net 3 
Jerudegacis’; which if the Word had then born 
jas Vile a fence as it did afterwards, he would 
i ely have done: for he had a little of 
| Dr Bentleyin him at that time, and was be- 
i ftowing the very worft Names he could | 
(think of upon his Adverfaries. Befides, 
| ater tous, and mud epesn? found very diffe- 1h 
‘Tently 5 and if we take the Whole Sentence i 
in Phalaris together, maaot mudop bytes dcoent 
| Tomures mous ex soar cis véxva,the Connexion plain- 
9 ly 


y 
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ly fhews, that zufdoy zrasx? can have no ill 
meaning. Nay, long after Phalaris’s time,we 
have Inftances where thefe Words are em- 
ploy’d in a Vertuous Sence Plato ufes’em foal- 
moft every where;particularly in his Suuzdcrep 
they recurr often, and under a Chafte meah- 
*Tdvqws ing *, if Plato’s own word may be taken for it. 
mer 6 roe8- Tf Dr Bentley thinks otherwife, and dates fay 
7 made fo, I leave him to be fcourg’d by Mr Norris, 
Bserhe and the reft of the Flatonifts. 
fthe Perfons in that 
feffes,chat he meant 
Aes 


3\ ~ 2 < val 
av doke Tet eh) He 


pvlet, ad rs Fuvleves dam: ConevG@,, fays one 
Dialogue ——Who immediately afterwards pr 
not thefe Words of a Lafcivious Love: #4 3 
akopodishay cunsa ays dea ters tveneirce@ eTeem yx alpet Luvay ov THs 
em usyedans onssic’ daa’ GAs 7 Bsroueynsxateps h slum SYAM 
éciv, Kc. p. 192.. Inthe fame manner za rasds, which generally 
had a Scandalous Sence, is by Plato often us’din a Good one: parti- 
eularly in his Phedrus ; where Socrates callslyfias the Orator Dai lps 
rea woudundy, Phedri Delicie, becaule of Phedrus’s admirin z and de- 
lighting in Lyfias’s Orations. See. p. 236. 


Till I am at leifure to look out for more 
Authorities, I hope Platomay be thought con- 
fiderable enough to countenance Phalaris in 
the ufe of this Expreflion: but the Dr has 
ftill a Proof in referve, which hetakes tobe 
the moft diftingaifhing Mark of aLate Writ 
ter. Ovyariees (Ep. CXLIL) is us’d for Asai= 
dens: this, he fays, is a moft manifeft token of 
a Later Greek 5 even TZEtZes interprets it Otpa- 
muvog: that is, ( if can make any Sence of 
what he fays) this Ufe of the Word is fo mo- 
dern, that even Tzerzes’s himfelf was afham’d 
foto employ it, and therefore put Ozpara iyas 
inftead of it. But if Tzerzes’s Judgment may 
go for any thing, he’s of my fide ; for he 
cites the Epiftles as Genuine: and therefore 
to be fure did not fub{titute Ocpamaives In the 
room 


Ts pi fies nt 
Lu pafiees of 


room of duja7%px, becaufe he thought this fence 
of the word Modern, Andhere again I muit 
put ae Dr in mind of | his Bible. For in the 
LXX we find, MOAAGE be Buy aTE PSs CAT HT OYT 0 BAT OV» 
( Prov. XXXi. 29.) where up arépes muft mean 
Wonien, or Maidens: But thefe | 
Some- body? y J Daugh er Sea and ae luppof 
thofe that Phalaris prefented to his 
The fame Expreffion recurrs too in the Evan- 
gelifts, neg they tell us what our Sayio 
{aid to the ake man that touch’d 1 of 
his Gat “me = OE Matthew | nas at Qeep et UU aT eg 
Py 715 O¢ olay J% 5 and St Mark, Ou- VarTee, i TASS 
a otoxe oz, I need not t go farther fb: Inftan- 
ces, fince ’tis probable that this Criticifin is al- 
together founded ona miftake ; and wha CVs 
now read furardeas in the modern MSS of Pbha- 
laris, Was in the more ancient onesc ontratted- 
ly written Seeys, Which might be read either 
Bura7¥ cys, or JEEg TE Vets, as the. Copyer chai ance’d 
to hit upon it. Tzerzes PRE might truly 
read, and not prher pr et it Segemeives 5 and (as it 
has often h: uppen’d in Other Cafes 5 ais True 
Reading, which is corrupted in the entire Ms 
of the Author, be preferv’d in this cited P 
face of him. "LE our § ereat Dealerin MSS d 
not obferve this, w here is his Sagacity ? If he 
obferv’d it, without owning it, where: is inis 
Sincerity { ? He mutt give me leave now and 


¥ 


then to ask him an Infulting Queltion = He 


4 


has ask’d me a great many. ‘But I have One 


Enquiry more to make of him on this occafi- 
on; and thats; Whether he thinks, that his 


Philofaphical Leétures ferve more to Ene efta- 
blifhment of Religion, than his 
to overthrow it? For is he not Pc 
the Idioms of the Letters 


ae 


OS) ee 
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a Thoufand Years later than Phalaris ? And are 
not fome of thefe very !dionis frequently to 
be met with both in the Gofiels and Epiftles ? 
Should not fo Profound a G; ecian and Divine 
as He is have look’d a little into the New 
Teftament. before he had pronounc’d fuch 
rafh and ground efs Affertions ? Could Men 
imagine One, who writes at this rate,to have 
any Meaning,thcy would think he had a very 
illone: but the wh le management of this 
Controvertie clears him from all fufpicions of 
Meaning and Defign. 

Thefe are all the A/ark:of Novelty, whichhe 
has given himfelf the trouble to take noticé 
of ; The that will fearch, he fays, may find more 
of this fort: without quefiion they may; but 
uf they dont find fome of axorher forr, they'll 
have the i ifcretion to keeptheir Difcoveries 
to themselves, and not expofe ’em to be cor- 
rected by every one that can turn an Index, 


(a) Nec fané quifquam eft 
tam procul a cognitione eo- 
rum remotus, ut non Indicem 

‘ mifye: Ar Feat | Be 
certe ex Bibliotheca fumptum 
~“ transferre in Libros fuos pof- 
S ft. Quint. Inftit. 1. 10. 


Ge Le 


or a Lexwon (a). By fuch 
Helps as thefe, *twould be 
eafie to collec Authorities in 
abundance againft every In- 
flance that Dr Bentley has 
brought on this head: but I 


am fo far from valuing my 
lelf upon a multitude of Quotations, that I 
with there had been no occafion for thofe few 
I have produc’d ; and think {am oblie’d to 
excufe my felf to the Reader f + that mixture 
of Latin and Greek, with which | am forced 
to vary this Odd Work cf mine. I can only 
fay, that [have been as fparing in this way 
as. Dr Sentiey would give me leave to be: 
and [ have the rather avoided being tedious 
upon the Particular Point in debate between 
us, 
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us, that I might have room to examine the 
General Reflection which he has made upon 
the Change and Decay of | anguages, 

It w eafie ({aysthe Dr) from the very ture 
and falhion of the Style to diftinguifh a frefh-En- 
glih Compofition from anotier a hundred Years 
old. Now there are asreal and fenfibl: Differen=— 
ces ia the Greek 5 were there as many that could 
difcern them. But very few are fo versed and 
prattis din that Langusge, as ever to arrive at 
that Subtiltyof Taff . I caneatily grant, that * Diger. 
the Englifh, Tongue has undergone very confi-p. 52» 
derable and furprifing Changes, cfpecially in 
this Laft Century ; till about the middle of 
which, we did not in gocd earneft fet about 
the Cultivating and Refining it ; and then 
carried our Improvements fo far, that Some 
who wrote at the beginning of this Century 
are not now ealily underftood. At onr beft, 
We are perhaps a little too fond of adopting 
Foreign Words , and fancying, out of a Mo- 
defty peculiar to our Nation, that we have 
not {tock enough of our own, are continually 
borrowing from our Neighbours: and this 
brings a great many New Phrafes in upon us, 
and confequently antiquates a great. many 
Others. Befides, we have few things in our 
Tongue writ with any tolerable Degree of 
perfection ; and They therefore who would 
Write or fpeak well, have no Patterns to lo k 
np to, no fure Rule, out the prefent Modeof 
the Age, to guide themfelves by: and as fuft 
as That alters therefore, the Manner of wri- 
ting muft alter along with it. But now, if 
Dr Bentley pretends to point out as Real and 
S enfible Differences in the feveral Ages of the 

F 3 Greek, 


afte ‘[fertatton upon the 


Greek, aS a eaeute Critic may in the Ex- 
rib Pm atraid his Subrilty of Taft will fail 
him. ~ Does he take the Greek of Lucian to be 
as d nt from that of Plato, as our Englilh 
Now is from that which was fpok en foon af- 
ter the Conqueft ¢ Are not Homer and Oppian 
much nearer one another in their Language 
4 1 


than Chaucer and Comly > tho’ in Time they 


a) 


are far more diftant ? No body is 2 bfurd 
et. n : PE gy a) ee i PO Pa 4 
as tofay, that the Greek Tongue didnot ad- 


mit of fome few Alterations in Every Age: 
but *twas incomparably the moft fix’d and 
enduring Pa any that wea e generally acquain- 
ted with: and I fhail offer at Some Reafons, 
that gave it this remarkable advantage over 
other Languages. ~Twas early improv'd and 
adormd by Men of the greateft Genius that 
ever appear’d ir ki World ; ; they polifh’d 
and per: sath o that degree, that it was 
admirably fitt all the Parpofes of Speech, 
and Ways a ‘Writing imaginable : They 
wrought it up into all the ; Majett y and Grace, 
al] the Sweetnefs and Smoothnefs that an 
Happy Compofit! ionof W ords, an Harmoni- 
ous mixture of Vowels Di dU and Con- 
fonants, or a Ju r Cadency of Syllables could 
giveit. Thebeft Greek Writers had generally 
Skillin Mufic; which wasinfus’d into ’em from 


iV 


their infancy, and none were reckon’d well- 
bred that wanted it, This made their Ear 
juft. and ies - and the finenefs of their Ear ea- 


ily flid into their Tongue; model’d their 

t Toneable. T hey brought 
in the W orld into their Lan- 
in the bef manner, upon all 


the moft afefull a te pleafing Subjects, that could 


bene- 


EoD. es ’ D1 omar - Stl Be 
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benefit, or entertain Mankind. The Natural 
Perfection of their Tongue, and the diftin. 


guifhing Excellency of their Authors in al} 
Kinds OQ of aes ge, and Ways of Writing 2m 
made ’em a Cor ple sat Standard and Model to 
other Nations, a na ibar: Ages; upon which 
every one ¢I ndeavour ‘d to form himfelf : So 
that what was fure always to be ee could 
not chufe but laft long. Their Empire a 
did not a little contribute to the Stabi r 
and Prevalence of their Lanenage: ° 
overcame a great part of the 

tended their Tongue by their C mnquelts,as they 
had done before by their Camingagy, oN et 
tions borrow’d fron he 

Contempt of theBarbarity pce Coun a es, 


i 

that they were thy of fuffering either their 
Manners, or their Speech to be introduc’d 
among ‘em. This Pride they preferved ina 
great meafure, even when the Roman Empire 

vas at its utmoit heighth; and w Se ome 
fiourifh’d with the Glory of Arms, the Seat 
of Learning ftill continu’d at Athens. This 
kept the Language fo far ess an ee 


that we have Greek Books wr 
almoft Two thoufan id aes Vif ance, who 
difagree lefs in their Phrafe and Manner of 
Speech, than the Boo! Ks Of any time’. Eng lifh 
Writers do, who liv’d but Two iadest 
Years : afander. This then was a Perils 
Happinefs of the Greek Tongue; No other 
Language, that has been of known and fami- 
liar ufe in the World, not even the Larin it 
falsat snpoy’d any thing like it. An 150, 0r 
2.00 Years was the utmoit Le ngthof Timethat 
the Latin Purity continud. And'therefore, 
F 4 to 


(4) Differ. 
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to Compare the Greek, the moft Holdin 

‘Tongue in the World, with the Englifh, the 
moft Fickle and Fleeting of any ; and to Ine 
ferrfrom the obfervable difference between 
the feveral Ages of Englith, that there was 
a great a Difference between the feveralAges 
of Greek ; is‘a Comparifon and an Inf vCNCEy 
which No-bedy, but Dr Senrky, would have 
allow d ninfe'f to make: thatis, (to be plain 
with lin) No-body. but One, who has no 
true Relith nonice Uafte of the Beauties and 
Propr eties of Either of thefe Languages ; ot 
of any Other, that he has yet pretended to 
judge of, or to write in By thofe AtLarks 
and M.olés of Novity which he has pointed out 
in the Paragraph we are upon, the Reader is 
by this time fatisfied, how able he is to affign 
to every Greek Writer his proper Age and 
Period, meerly by the Thread and Colour of 
his Style. Indeed, tho’ he has the Vanity to 
declare this to ‘be his Extraordinary Faculty, 
yet he has withal the Modefty nét to hope that 
he fhall convince any body (a) 3 and in this, I 
dare fay, he isnot miftaken. For ’tis fome- 


_ what hard to imagine, how a Man fhould en- 


ter Into the Spirit and Delicacy and all the 
/arious Niceties of a Dead Tongue, who is fo 

far from having any exquifite fenfe of thefe 
things, even in that-very Tongue, which he 
was born and bred up in. I fhall take an oc- 
cafion by and bye to give the Reader fucha 
Specimen of his Englifh Eloquence, as will 
difcourage any body (if there be any body 
left, who is not yet difcourag’d) from chufing 
Him for a Tafter. In the meantime, to ftay 
the Reader’s Longing, 1 fhall inftance in One 
: Pap. 


a 
a, 


; Phalarie ae tata) mee: 
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Happy Phrafe, newly minted by the Dr in 
this very Paragraph : he fpeaks here of: the 
Mien of atace, W hich, as 1’ take it. is much | 
the fame thing with the Behaviour of a Look, i 
or the Carriage of a Smile: { do not know 
how particular the Dr’s Aven or his Face 
may be ; for, to my knowledge, I never faw 
him ; but the Aten of the Face Of his Style i 
the Reader muft allow me,even fi om this fin- 
gle inftance, is fomewhat extraordinary ! 


TS 


. HE Ufe of the 4ttic Diale& was made 
one fhrewd Objection againft Phalaris; 
the Ufe of the Artic Talent, Dr Bentley is 
refolvd, fhall be another. This Way of 
Counting recurrs pretty often in the Epi- 
files ; however not fo often, as that an Ar- 
gument built upon it fhould deferve to bé 
rank’d among the General Proofs : but Iam fo 
little fenfible of the force of it, that I am 
willing to allow it a place there ; and if 
Dr Bentley can make it out, | promife te 
renougce, not thofe Particular Epiftles only 
from ‘whence ’tis taken, but the Whole Sett | 
of them. 
_ The Dr, upon this Article, accufes his 
Mock Phalaris of miftaking the Sicilian Ta- 
lent : and this Miitake of his, he, with his 
ufual Gaiety, calls 2 Slippery Way of telling 
Mony (a2); and therefore cautions us againtt (2) piper. 
dcaling with him (b). We explains himfelf p. 53. p 
thus, — That the Sicilian Talent was the Low- (2) Ibid. \ 
eft of any, that Phalaris promifing in his Epi-” 54 
ftles to feveral of his Countrymen Talentsin 
General, muft be underftood tomean Sicilian 
| Ta 


a Difp.s 445 


Upow the 


dee, (ake ¢ . a SS zand } > tTadngnea thin oC lik Las 
balents, WNeTCas Ne means nothin ae ce if. 
AT ‘tabe Cis Maen IEE Bie as ‘ 
iVow (lays tne ae se “A DAV CALL WEE 3 made in 
- py es ey Re se Sp ry P ye 
England, to pay /o yP ounds, or Marks: 


ana the Par fy | hhould p? VEL end At laff, toat he ae 
Scots Marks, or French Livres; few, I fuppofe, 
would care to "be ve Dealings with him. And this 
: oe very Cafe in fo many of thefe Letters*. 
So far from being the Cafe e, that the Cafe is 
jut contr ary ! For if the Sicilian Talents were 
{0 very L ow, and Phalaris muft be pene i 
end them in his Promifé es, and yet 


+ 


4ttrcones; IT hofe he dealt with had iaeanly 


bend 6 
= 

A 

—- 
) 
i 
ra 


?) 
no reafon to co! nplainof-him. Would aman 
think himfelf ill us’'d in Scorlz; 1d, Who fhould 
have a General Promife made hit of fo ma- 


Pounds, which . expected to be made 
¢ was OY the Country ; and re- 
Beal em mafterward f ‘ 


S Perv rerfe Tort 


t fi I 

deed that the ] nts of this Pa- 
ragraph fhould b by fuch an Head 
in fuch Order ! be, the Dr did 
not intend this that was to 
Edifie his Reader pure piece of 
harmiefs Diverfioy g therefore f{port- 
d himfelf a littl és the Chair, and 


WT : fF 
We are to know, ¥, 481” moft other 
sie Name ana Value of their Coins, 
oy) th CU ay of reckorvi big  b y Sumins. 5 Was peculiar. 
The Sum Talent, in the Sicilian Accompt, con- 
tain dno more in Specie than Three Attic Drachms, 


if) 
Vi 
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or Re ma Denares 5 As plainly appears from Ari- 

ftotle *4 in bis now ‘loft. 1 lreatt fas Oj the Si cilian° * Pollux. 
Government. na De Words o of Feftus are IX 
molt ex refs ; Talentorum non unum Genus : 
Atticum et fex millium 2 pte Syracufa- 
num trium denaritm. What an Aes enfe Diffe 
vence! One Attic Talent had the real value of 


i 


Two thoufand Sicilian Talents. Now in all thefe 
Epiftles the very Circumftances affure us, , that is 
the word Talent seg 3 wea, the Attic T 
is under fiood. But fhoul ld not our wife Sophiy 
have known, that a Valent, tn that Co Lich where 
he had laid the Scene of his piten ascuite ano~ 
ther thing ° Without . Oueflion, se the true Pha- 
laris had penn d them, he would have reckon’d 
thefe fumms by the sicili ian Talents, en ere tag 
only the Number : Or fh hould he have rile ufe of 
the ae Accompt, he fhould always have given 
excpre/s notice of it 5 mever [ayir ng Taravjov alone, 
without the addition of “AAe ty (2) y (2) Dif. 
Now, in oppofition to the Dr’s Reaf onings P3545 55 
and Authorities about this matter of the 7 
lents, \ fhall endeavour to fhew, that what the 
Dr tay is we areto know, we are {till ro know 


om 


© 


.) 


20 3 
after all the Information he has voucht fafid to 
give uss and that if wedid kvom it, we could 


not from thence gather, that thefe Epiftles 
are Spurious. For if there is room to fufpec 
that the Dr’s Witnefles are a ie if their 
Teftimony is inconfiftent, ifthey teil us things 
j Ss 
demonftratively falfe, if the Dr ‘fays more 
than his Witnefles do, if there be fronger 
Authority to counterbalance theirs ; ie ad- 
a what they fay, or what the Dr makes 
’em fay, to betrue, the Letters may be never- 
thelefs Authentic : if thefe things can be 
made 


6. Ge 


Dr Bentley’s Differtation upon the 


made good, the Dr will, I hope, pardon me, 
if Irefufe to part with Phalar:s, upon. any 
Quarrel about the Talems. 

The Dr’s Witnefles are Poile<, and Feffuss 
whom I shal! exu.sine feverally. Ariffor’e in- 
deed is call’d in fora Witnefs; but He not 
appearing in Perion, we have his Teftimony 
only at fecond-hand : fo that its force will 
wholly depend on the Authority of Polya, 
the Relater. To Him we are referr’d.inm the 
Margia; but it doth not appear trom the 
Book and Chapter there citea, rhatthe Trea- 
tife of Arifrorle which, the Lr fays, is sow 
Loff, was ever juund. That Ariftotle wrote 
Moarre@s, Or accounts of the State and Policy 
of feveral Particular Cities, and of feveral 

Sicilian Cities, among the reft, 


eae pra, PROS ta hen, or i aS : : 
aide mince Sucty is fufficiently known *: but 
hed g shy PO ee, ¥, g Le Ta) ; : a 
PER LCV tcnboni y Seer that . he. Wrote, anys eaine 
XG Sit ONOLeRT Ege. OAL- 
_ X t Ly f \ UN 
JAP Y IML, AOISTHEATINU, © : y Tate ; 
wueayyinekDiog.inViiArift. 4 Treatife of the Sictlian Goe 
& 


which bore fuch a Title as 


vernment, We want the Light 

of fome other Loft Treatife to make plain 
tous. A Treatife of 4rifforle, but not under 
this Name, is cited by Pollvx in this Chapter : 
but whether that part of this Chapter which 
concerns the value of Talentsbe genuine, we 
have Room todouht. Seberus, in his Notes 
on Pollux, tells us, that from Pag. 435, v. 32, 
of his Edition, to the End of the 6th Chapter, 
(within which {pace aJl that is faid of Talents 
lies) is wanting in One MS. But allowing it 
to be genuine,! what the Dr fays is plain 
from that place in Polls, is fo far from being 
plain from thence, that Pollwx muft be chang’d 
and help’d out from other Authors, before he 
can 
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can be made to fpeak to the purpofe. It 
plainly appears tothe Dr from _Arifforle, as 
there cited by Pollux, that the Summ Talent A 
in the Sicilian Accompt contain’d no more in Spe- Hi 
exe than three Attic Drachms, or Roman De- 
nares. But tho? the Sicilian Talent be there i 
mention’d , tis neither adjufted to Artic i 
Drachms, nor Romaz De- 4 
nares (2). Two forts of Si- (a) Ts pyro Sreamdy 

cilian Yalents are there taken  wWadvrov ead yisey igue’ 73 
notice of ; an Ancient, and . U2" pqaboves “Apisezbang 
aLater: That equal to 24 sh oe a alii 
Nummi, This to 12. And jarpeye Swiecar De @ 

the Nimmus is faid to be eqnal  veujeov Tp * opoArrat 

to three ousarez’ So that be- Poll. 1. ge c. 6. 

fore the Value of the Sicilian 

Talent can be fettled from. this Paflage, the 

Value of the Nummus thould be firft agreed 

On, which it will not be very eafie to fix 

from its given proportion to theépéaa, be- 

caufe that is a Species of Money we are Stran- 

&ers to 5 and the Criticks are agreed we owe 

that Coin purely toa Corrupt Reading of the 

Text: ( which, by the bye, ismuch fuch an 

Inftance of Equivocal Generation, asthat which 

the Dr tells us of *, where he makes Afn- * Dig. 

fhrooms to grow out of a Rotten Paffage in Suidas), Pp. 118. 

Some therefore for éuéar read sB5aa, others 

muioBorse' “This Latter mult be own’dto be 

a greater departure from the Letter of the 

Text than the Former; fo that if we admit | 
it, inorder to our fettling the value of the 
Nammus, and confequently of the Talent, we it 
do not owe our Light in this matter to what ) 
we read in Poke, butto What wegatherfrom 
our 
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qur own Conjectures, or from other Authors. 


When we have 
granted, th: 


cr 


put aualhara for sudare, "tis 
t the Numimus, which is equalto 


1a 
three balf-Obols’s, or one Oboluz and an half, 


12) 
“Ny Y UWIMNG Let 
is the fame with 
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fret 


Aelseses 
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{: the Nusmnzus Seftertius of the 
Romans: the value of which being known from 
other Authors, and its proportion to the Ro- 
man Denare , the. proportion of the Sicilian 
Talent to the Roman Denare is thereby made 
out. But thofe who go this way to work in 
fetling the value of the Sicilian Talent from 
this obfcure and corrupted paflage, feem to 
take it for granted, that the Greek word 
veuuG tn Pollux means the Roman Numunus,, 
or Seftertivs, and then adjuft the obfcure word 
éuonsz (by changing it into jweCsase ) to the 

known value of the Seftertivs: 
But Fofux tells us, that: tho’ ¥ 


Pars : Pa het toy 7%) OFA “4 TS ~ +, « 

apy apa caaapp- eeUG may feem to be a Rawape 
YOMSOELEICe egy ae EPAAHKS Niaime VA nrc ce ; 
Lov ul ty IeuaAtea x, 2. b26A bh + Neane of Mony » Yet iis a 
Aupriay. velo? G.'b: Greek one, and a Term of the 
Vorians in Italy and » Sicily, 

f ; A “£ pe of te : ete = er r 4 “ ve oye 
And i 10, ‘tis more probable that the Siciijze 


Talent 1s here compar’d to the Dorian or’ Si 
cian Numi, whatever thofe were, than to 
KOM Sefiertit. Had Poltux given us.the 
Value off the Sicilian Talent in his own-Name 
and Words, we might -have fuppos’d-that 
he adjusted it to the Roman Monies 5 but ’tis 
abfird to think that Arift oe 

tle, whoie words. ‘> are here 

"S Atyennd” Vis ja cited . for the . value of; the 
ut fupra. alent, fhould give it us in 
Ais Koman. Seftertii., which) were 
aCoin not flamp’d at Rome, till after. Avi: 


frotle’s 


Q > Ww e 
[oe LpyaiGy, ws 
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or 
| 


Ground 1 pon which the re-  3-according toZa-rtivs. And 
P 17 4 
‘ 7 ZY Celis Us, A? ttm fig 
ceiv'd Comput: iON. OF Energi eee pa ee 
TEU TL CPL ALLA is & & 
cilian Talent ieems to hi nh © (others réad 48% )Ouinto Fa 
been made, plainly fails. But bi0 Co 2 aN te pris 
WI unicum bellum. Wat 
admitting the Nummu 5 pnere to 4 4 WICH OC aeeal s IN ae 
{4 . a4 AS kt sae 4 
be ve << ge FNUI0 IL 1S Mene- 
be the {fam W ith the R OW pi 2. ily te A , ris ze 
UY =uUncderitcod by the 
Seftertius, W hic] h Wwe e ha meio i Pores Re nA 
reafon Nor TO admit > and t nat Yejlertiz were then fir 
Sia ee key ake hoe ee” oy 
iuioBoaris rightly fubftituted,  coin’d. 
% yn ‘ At A TT) Fad eQe ee | 
which wee have no reaion to L W a Ve »0§,Tall 
Saks 4 7 Fad . ee eer 4 a) 4 
i ~~ z ; AA Witt (Oke iP Poe A Oe 
rant: ef a afte aX 31] Dr, extley 1 \ aha’ 2 4 
© ys Ore es ott EME i ge with OL 128. 
has impos’d upon us in his va- 


luation of the Sicilian Talent. -Fot 
of the more Ancient <iciliaz T alent, 

equal to 24 Nummt or ee 
valent not to Three, 
“Attic Drachms ; 


Value 
ashi 1S 
ertit, will be equi- 

It to Six Roman Denares, 
it being agreed on all 
hands, that each S¢ efferti ws 13 One fourth part 
of a Denare or ie achm: fo that the Dr has 
funk the value of the Sicilian Talent ( admit. 
ting this.Computation) half in halk The 
Later Sicilian Valent will indeed at this rate 
be, as the Dr puts it; but the more Ancient 
one will be double its V alue,. But tho’ 
Dr in his way of teling Money ais oe 
flips the Old Talent, (wl lich it had been fait 
to have taken notice of, ft 


fince P Phalaris mutt 
be fuppos’d to reckon by t hofe Talent 


that 

were moft ancient) and gives usthe value € on- 
ly of the Later one: ae the difference 2° be- 
9 ti 

tween thefe Two Talents i is not, |own, fo 


a 
great, as. to be worth contending fa {nce 
tis freely acknowledg’d, that the Talents 
mention’d in Phalaris muft be pota at a higher 
rate than even the greater Sicilian Talent, if 
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that was worth no more than Six Roman De= 
nares, oY Attic Drachms. The value cfa De- 
zare, Or Drachm, is computed by all Authors 
and may be provd by the Scales to be equal 
to 7 d. ob. fo that fix of thefe will amount to 
35. 9d. the Price, as is pretended, of the 
Greater Sicilian Talent: and Three of them, 
to half that Sum, 15. 10 d. ob. the value of 
Dr Bentley's Talent. But now if Pollux had 
exprefly told me from Avifrotle, that thefe 
: were the feveral Values of the Two Sicilian 
an || Talents, I fhould have made fome difficulty of 
i | giving him any Credit in this matter. - For I 
my | find, that the fame Pollxx, aS we now have 
me ii him, cites Ariftorle for things of this nature, 
i which even upon Arifforle’s Authority I cane 
not admit. He tellsus from 
1)Ep Tueoatep puree, Ariftotle Ca), that the Sicilians 
at ee Gh reckon’d that Two Brafs ‘ie- 
| MevEineria rr Tis Su yar- CES (ean) were equal to Six 
: a eKaareaxaroum, TésS@ Titres and that Six Brafs Pie- 
a> iminteoy’ L. 4 C.24- cog were equal to halfa Litra. 
Now that Two fhould be 
twelve times as much as. Six, 
~ is not according to the re- 
ceiv'd Rules of Arithmetic: 
ay | (6) Trap’ aut (Apimoré- “To puzzle us {till more, Pollux 
as) m5 av cv 7H Iuccaiov tells usin another place (O),. 
hicare es ne cae ae from the fame Treatife of 
Sey cates tra: 2, Ariffotle, that Six Talents are 
8 asvletae esi Stoyaa equal to Two Brafs Pieces ; 
a xor, xj Tele Tdéaala,éae and that Three Talents are 
apes Ls 9» ©. 6. equal to Three of the fame 
Brafs pieces ; tnat is, that 
Three are more than Six. Ibegto be ex- 
cus’d, if] cannot believe Polwx, that Arijffotle 
counted at this rate; becaufe I always ot 
that 
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that Ariftorle had fome little Skillin Mathema- 
ticks. Jt would not perhaps be difficult to of- 
fer fome Emendations, that might fet thefe ¢,) xe 4 
| things right (2): but till that is done, Polxx’s be t00 re- 

Calculations are of no great Credit with me, ferv’d with 
Pollax,in the fame place which the Dr cites for #¢ Dr, / 


his value of the 7alenrs,informs us (6), that as offer ce 


may fet Pollux right : and 1 wifh the Dr bimfzlf were as capable of E- 
mendation. My Conjecture, for I do not pretend to Demonftrate in thefe 
matters, is this, — That © relrcvla, or rather éFardaayroy,Xc. is an 
Error of the Copyifts for eEarerpov,&c.and, that the Compounds of airpa 
mith the derivatives of rpds,and Teasupes,and %, were {uch Doric words 
as fignified ro éxmy,; Tem prov, and rettoy Tis Ak reas; Itke the Sextans, 
Quadrans,and Triensof the Romans ; and were nothing but Two,Three, 
and Four Ovypxias'That the Sicilian Talent was. a piece of Silver,that an- 
Swer'd in former days to a Talent-weight, or 60 Litrx weight of Brafs;and 
that this Quantity of Brafs was then divided into 24 pieces,call’d Visi4 [Lok 
each y&uuQ- being equal to two pounds and an half of Brafs, which tbe 
Romans would have calbd Nummus Seftertius ; as they would Four of 
them, aDecuffis. That aftermards, Silver falling in Price, compar'd 
with Brafs, it funk at laft fo low (and we know from the Romans how 
much more tt fink a long time after) as that tke Silver pizce calbd fore 
merly «Talent, was now worth only Lalf what tt was, and grown equi- 
valent but to Iwzlve Nummi Seftertii, or three Decufles ; and that, 
ascording to that Value therefore Feltus (if the prefent Reading of him 
prevails) expre{s'd it by Three Roman Denarii. That, by this time, lit- 
tle Silver Litre being coin’d, equal, by the Later Value, to a Litra of. 
Brafs, and in Quantity to an Fginean Obolus, the Nummus Sefterting 
was confequently equivalent to Fro and an LHaif of rhofe Litrz or Oboli, 
that is, to a Tpiry ipetoC cAtoy, to be underftood, as Pollux hinfelf will 
dirvett in that Chapter : And that fo, I fuppofe, it might have been ex- 
prefsd by Ariftotle, and {hould be read in Pollux. wile : 
(b) He tells us exprefly, shat the Mina of each Country is divided inte 
100 Drachms of that Country. .*H uve Si os p’ABlwilore éxceerdy 
e15av Deby pr. Agnes, CuTw noPg Tots aMoss res SX coph ss Dusen. 
pasy ets DOs Aoov TS wa) exgsoy Tardy]s xT T¢ T eS AALU, 4 dpe eegsy® 
L.9.C.6. <Andif the Drachmz of each Country rife and fall in pro- 
portion to the Talent, it is evident, that there are as many Hundreds 
of them, that is, as many Minz, im one Talent as in another. And fo 
Brerewood underftands Pollux: Omne Jalentum, ut Suidas & Pollux 
inquiunt, continet Minas 60, ut Mina Drachmas 100. Proinde 6000 
Drachmas continebat Talentum Oumne proprias fcil. ejus re 2ionis, cu- 
jus Talentum effé dicebatur. De Nummis, p. 26. . 
‘Talentum cuodvis fex millia Drachmarum tui generis habet,quz ad 
Atticas reductz variant. Grow. de Pec. Vets es 30 
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the Artic Talent was divided into Sixty Attic 
Mine,and each of thofe Avime into an Hundred 
Attic Diachms, {o the Talent of each Country 
was diyided into the fame number of Aine ; 
and each A/ina into the fame number of Drachms 
proportionably to the value of the feveralTa- 
lents. Sothat the Sicilian Mina,the 6oth part 
of the greater Siciljan Talent, will at this rate 
be juft Three Farthings of our Money ; and 
the Sictlsan Drachm, the hundredth part of that 
minute Summ, i. ¢. more than three and thir- 
ty times lefs than our Farthing. Now it can- 
not eafily be imagin’d, that the Sicilian Drachm, 
which was a Coin current amongft them, fhould 
be fo unconceivably little as it muft be, if its 
value were but the three and thirtieth part of 
our Farthing - and yet we muft not ftop here, 
but muft carry ourImagination further and ftill 
break that Particle of Metal into Two Parts, 
if we would reach the Littlenefs of that other 
Drachm which anfwers to the Leffler, or Dr 
Bentley’s Talent, being not quite the 66th part 
of our Farthing,and that in Silver too: a Spe- 
cies of Mony, not to be counted without the 
help of Microfcopes. So that when we have oc- 
cafion hereafter to exprefs theValue, or rather 
worthlefnefs,of any contemptiblePerformance, 
we fhall in compliment to the Dr’s Criticifm 
fay, it is not worth a Sicilian Drachm. 

I beg the Reader’s Patience, while I take a 
Review of what has been faid in anfwer to the 
Dr’s Firft Authority. The Value of the S:- 
cilian Valent appears clearly to him from a Loft 
Treatife, which he owns has long fince difap- 
pear’d, and which I think never did appear. 
That part of Pollwx, where he finds the Re- 
mains of this Loft Treatife, is of fufpeced 
Cre- 
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Credit. If it is Genuine, it is Imperfect, and 
to be fupply’d by GuefS. The Supplies which 
have been made to it feem to have heen built 
upon a Wrong Suppofition, that the riuuG in 
Pollux was a Romaa Word.When thefe Su pple- 
ments are admitted, they do not fink the Ta. 
Jent in difpute quite fo low as the Dr doth. 
Pollux whole Authority we muftdepend upon 
for this Citation from Arifiotle, cites things of 
this nature from him, which, as they there 
ftand, are demonftrably falfe. In his Divifion 
of the Talent, he breaks it into pleces, which, 
admitting the Dr’s Rate of the Talent, are of 
no Value and of no Ufe. 

If this Plea (for the Length of which I beg 
the Reader’s Pardon) is fufficient to invalidate 
the Authority of Pollnx,the Teftimony of Fe- 
fius will admit of an eafier Difpatch; For not 
toinfiit on any of thofe Exceptions again{tPol- 
lux, which affe& Feffus equally with Him, itis 
obfervable that the Book which we now have 
under the Name of Fe/tus, is not the Work of 
Feftus, but compos’d out of fome Fragments of 
Feftus, and an Epitome of Feffus, which Paulus 
Diaconus, a meah Writer * 


whofe Picture Scaliger has fo 
drawn, as if an Acquaintance 
of mine had fate for it, made 
in Charles the Great’s time. The 


* Paulus Longobardus,homo 
confidentilfimusac inepriffimus 
nibil Fefto pejus potuit acci- 
dere, quam quod in bujus Pau- 
ji manus inciderit. Jof. Scal. 
in Bp.Ded. ad Caftizationés 


Original Feffus, if we had him 
entire, was but an Epitome of 
Verrius Flaccus, and Scaliger thinks it a Juft 
Judgmentupon Fe/tus,for havin g abride’d Flac- 
cus, that his Epitome was Epitomiz’d by fo Ig- 
norant a Creature as Paulus. But, what is moit 
to our Purpofe,thofe that give us thefe word $ 
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in Feftum, 
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of Feftus, Gf they be His) which the Dr fays 
are expre/s to his point, take care to warnus, 
that for Syracufanum trium Denarium, we ought 
to read, Syracvfanum trium millium Denarium. 
Which Error may be fuppos’d eafily to have 
crept into the Copies of Feftus, by leaving out 
the Capita] Letter M,between the Words J7i- 
um and Denarium. 

I have confulted all the Editions of Fejtus I 
could meet with, and find none * which doth 
not take notice of this Emendation ; and This 
Note ad. che Dr could not be a Stranger to: and had 
Schedas He therefore been a Fair Dealer in this matter, 
Fefti frag- Feftus had not been quoted at fuch a Loofe 


metve ae Rate, to prove Phalaris a foul one. 
waltas. : 
P- 234 ¢ 

See-the ‘ame Gotbofredus’s Notes upon Fefius, p. 1821+ 

See St Andrean’s Edition of Feftus, where, in the Text, ‘tis trzum 
Denaritim, but in the Margin, trium Millium. 

See Antonius Auguflinu’s Notes upon Feftus, at the word Talent ; 
where he fays, Mendofus hic Locus eft, {5 qui non patitur Emendationem, 
loc unum certum eft, Talentorum non unumeffe Genus, & Atticum effe 
Sex Millium Denarium : Catera incerta funt. 

See Dr Bernard, de Ponderibus  Menfuris, who fuppofes the Talent — 
of Syracufe to be of 000 Denares, and quotes Feftus for it. 

See Dacicr's Notes upon Feftus. 


The Opinion which the Dr would have us 
entertain of his Great Reading would have 
been better confirm’d, had he fupported his 
Notion of the Low Value ofthe Sicilzan Talent 
by good Authorities taken from approv’d Sici- 
lian Writers, or others that purpofely treat of 
Sicilian Affairs. But, whether the Dr knows it 
or not,he had gocd reafon to decline the tefti- 
mony of thofe, who fo plainly declare againit 
him. For they give us better Grounds for fet- 
ting an higher Price on the Talent, by which 
Sis 
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Sicilian Authors us’d to reckon,than Pollux and 
Feftus could give us fur placing it fo low ; tho’ 
they had been more exprefs to the Dr’s pur- 
pofe than they are, 

Diodorus a Sicilian,writing of Sicilian Affairs, 
frequently ufes the word Talent, without any 
Addition ; which therefore, according ta the 
Dr, muft mean the Sicilian: and which yet by 
the Circumftances, muft have as great a Price 
put upon it,as the J alents mention’d by Phalaris 
require. He tells us, that Agathocles being pof- 
fefs’d of a Garrifon of the ALeffemians tn Sie‘ly, 
offer’d to fiirrender it to’em for thirty Ta- 
lents (2). Here a Sicilian Wri- : ee 
ter Speaking of a Contratthe- ,,{—) Anmaici Aver 
tween the Prince of one Sici- pioy Sf Meawyiop erry pel 
lian Yown, and People of ano- aare aaldv mug’ amar pret- 
ther, mentions Talents, which *#vre wiAwra @dalozea” 
muft bethe Sicilian, according 77°... o 

% ae 100s Dice bs Qe 

to Dr Bentley’s Reafoning; but 

muff not be Sicilian, according to his Compu- 
tation. For by his Reckoning, a Garrilon, up- 
ona fair bargain, wasto be parted with for 
lefs than Three pounds: which, if it be true, 
tis probable Agathocles got lefs by felling his 
Garrifons, than his Pots. 

Agen Diodorus tells us, that Gorgias the fa- 
mous Rhetorician-of Leontium(b).had One hun- © 
dred Minea-piece from his Scholars, (Sicilian ® "mre: 
Mina they muft be, according to the Dr) for °."°"™ 4 
teaching ’em his Art. his, tho’ taken notice _ cap 
of by the Hiftorian as anExtraordinary Price, x/jJo: 7 
was very inconfiderabe Pay (c) for fo great a x2’? su 
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Matter; unlefswe may fuppofe, that he taught 
at different Prices, in proportion to the Im- 
provements of his Scholars; and then I can‘al- 
low the Dr that there is a fort of Eloquence, 
which had been too deara Purchafe even at 
that rate. 

| From the fame Author we 


(4) Mert } # uciotwet learn (2) that the Syracufians, 
Aupenssos Tes wiv dmALK- after a fignal Victory, gave One 


THs OVT ALS Fc Orlus; aris 
> f 
Booueves F vinne esena' vad’, 


Mina to each of their Subjects, 


vy 
eet cia Soy tes che webs vey that had behav’d themfelves 


étase Le 11. 


well in the Fight. The Relater 
of this is a Sicilian; thofe who 
give, and thofe who receive the Reward are 
Sicilians of Syracufe, the very place from 
whence the Dr’s Low Talent had its Denomi- 
Nation ; The Perfons honour’d with this Gra- 
tuity are fuch as had diftinguifh’d themfelves 
by their Bravery ; and for their Exemplary 
Courage,and eminent Service to their Country 
they are crown’d,and each of them receives,ac- 
cording to the Dr’s Eftimation, the moiety of 
Three Farthings, A noble Donative ! for which 
no doubt the States were often remember’d by 
the Soldiery in the beft Wine of Syracufe ! . . 
Theocritus, another Sicilian Writer, in one 
of his Idylinms, mentions both A‘ine and 
Drachme. The Perfons he introduces fpeak- 
ing (6) are two Syracufian Ladies ; they talk 
: Doric, 
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Doric, the Language of Syracufe. The One 
admires the Others fine Habit, which fhe had 
put onupon a Great Feftival, to appear at 
Court in, and asks the Price of it : The O- i 
ther anfwers her, that it coft fomewhat more | 
than a Mina or two; and feems to make an i 
Excufe for her Extravagance: which, if fhe {| 
paid for it inthe Dr’s Mony, fhe need not i 
have done, confidering they were her Holi- i 
day-clothes, 

In the fame Jdyllixm we have an account of ss 
FiveFleeces (*) bought for Sevén Drachms. Itis 3 
true, we are told it was bad ware: but the 
Woman had no great Reafon to rail at her 
Husband as a Spendthrift, and an ill Market- 
man (as we find fhe doth) if the Whole Pur- 
chafe fell fhort of the Eighth partof a Fara 
thing. 

It would be eafie, if pardonable, to multi- 
ply Inftances of this Nature from Sicilian 
Writers, or fuch as treat of things tranfacted 
in Sicily. A Neighbouring 
State (2) isbya Bribe of ty = (4) Diod. Sic. J. 13. 
Talents () prevail’d with to © (4) Le/sthan30 Shillings. 
forfake the Agrigentines, their op 
Allies. sixty Talents (c) are w BBUEUE Pe 353 ro 
offer’d by the Egeftani of Sici- f ae: ee 
ly fora Months pay (a) for IC. "pine in Vita Time 
60 Ships, which they had oc- jeoniis. 
cafion ta.,borrow. Tizmoleon (e) 
the Reftorer of Syracufée to its Liberties and | 

| G4 Rights | 


eer 
(*) Xouds rarely” tyes gbeQ tpyuele, Asonredas® 
e 8 ry @ vd ww ' VA fae N 
Ela Seay poy nunddirs, yealav UMaTALLTe Typdys 
rr. ei tr-T, > 7 er ; 
Tlevre moxws tres en Oes, rev purrs 
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Rights, was magnificently buried by the 
State, which he had deliver’d, at the Charge 
of (4) 200 Mine. A _ vate 


(a) 6s. 3d. Fund of (b) a Thoufand Ta- 
(5) Lefs than 100 pounds. 


lents is rais’d by letting out 
Ground and Houfes to 60000 
men, for the Recruit. of Syra- 
evfe, after it had been ruin.d 


(c) Plut. ibid. by a War (c). Dion’s Eftate, 
(d) Plato, Ep. 7 


(d) which lay at Syracufe, is 
reckon’d a Great one ; and 
its full value faid to be an 


(e) Lefs than to pounds. Flundred (e) Talents. Two 


Cf) Poly. p. 249. Sieh finane end 
a Left what 7 pounds. cian Princes Cf) fend 75 


Talents to the  Rhodians ( g) 
for their Relief, after they 
had been ruin’d by an Earthquake; but could 
not raife fo great a Sunrat once, and there- 
fore fent it by Parcels. In fhort, after 
fome fearch into this matter, Iam perfwa- 
ded no one inftance can be producd of Ta- 
lents, or other Moneys mention’d by any Siei- 
lian Writer, or any one that writes of Sics- 
ly, which will countenance or. admit of the 
Low Valuation of the Sicilian Talent, that 
Dr Pentley efpoufes. 

But becaufe I find the Modern Dealers in 
ancient Monies go into the Opinion of a Sici- 
han Valent of Low Value, without.any other 
Authority, as Ican find, but the obfcure and 
interpolated Paflages of Polluwe.and Feffus, I 
fhall lay no ftrefs upon the Exceptions that 
have been made againft that Opinion : fince 
we may freely admit fuch a Low Value of this 
Talent, and yet think thefe Letters Genuine. 
For there might be a low Value of the we 
| a 


; 
i 
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Talent in fome other Age, and yet the Talent 


_ of Phalarisstime might be higher. Or there 


| might be a Talent of this Low Value in other 
| parts of Sicily,and yet theTalent of Agrigentum, 


Cc 


a diftinct State, might be higher. “Or there 


might be a Low Talent (2) of 
bafer Metal, fuppofe Brafs, e- 


| qual to a Litra; and yet the 
| Silver Talents, which Phalaris’s 


are exprefly faid to be (4), 
might be higher. Or there 
might be a Low Value us’d 


(a) The Talents in Pollux 
being compar’ dto yarnot,and 
being according to the prefent 
reading of Pollux, lower in 
Value than They, feem to be 
Brafs rather than Silver. 

(4) Epp. 118.95. 


by the )\ atives, and ancient Inhabitants of $2- 
cily, and the Talent us’d by the Greek Colonies 
that plac’d themfelves there, might be higher. 
Or if in Phalaris’s time there was a Silver Ta- 
lent of this Low Va'ne, of ufeamong the Greek 
Colonies, at Agrigent, andelfewhere, as pof- 
fibly there might have beena piece of Silver fo 
eall’d, becaufe Equivalent to a Talent weight 
of Brafs ; and fuch Litra’s there were we 
know :; yet could it not be properly term’d a 
Talent of Silver Money, when a Talent was 
fimply mention’d, and without fpecification. 
For then it muft meanthe Common Talent, 
not that confifting of little Obolary Litre, re- 
prefenting Brafs Pounds, but That every 
where us’d, made of Litre, or Mine of the 
fame Metal, and thofe divided, each into an 
100 Drachma, and thefe into Oboli : However, 
if this is not to be admitted, yet ftill che 
Reafons that may be offer’d for Phalaris’s ofing 
the Attic Dialect (to fpeak loofely) tho’ a 
Sicilian, will juftifie his reckoning the Talents, 
as the Athenians did. Or if thefe Letters 
might by a Later hand be chang’d out of the 
Dorie 
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Doric Diale& into the Artic, the fame hand 
might make ’em fpeak 4ttic, in the valuation 
of the Monies. All thefe Suppofitions muft 
be fhewn impoflible, before any convincing 
Argument can be drawn from hence, to prove 
thefe Letters Spurious. Or Laftly, tho’ none 
of thefe Reafonings fhould hold, ’tis agreed 


(2) Talentum fine adjeAti- 
one Scriptoribus antiquis 
paffim pro Attico. Gronov. 
de Pec Vetsc. 2: 

Talentum Atticum pro- 
pric vdtaavrov in {criptis 
Grecis Latinilque. Bernard. 
in Ep. ad Pocock. 

Semper in Au‘toribus 
(preter Sacros) ubi Nomen 
falenti occurit, hoc ‘ipfum 
(Atticum, 6000 D:achma- 
rum Atticarum) intelligen- 
dum eft, fi Nomen Talenti 
abfolute pofitum fit, neq; 
diftinG@ionis causa aliquid 
adjiciatur. j 

Brerewood de Num. p. 2.7. 


by thofe, who treat of thefe 
matters (a), and give us this 
low Value of the Sicilian Ta- 
lent, that whereever the Word 
Talent is u’d by Greek Wri- 
ters, without any addition, 
the AtticTalent mult be under- 
ftood. So farare the Learned 
from thinking, as the Dr doth, 
that Phalaris, had he made 
ufe of the Attic Ascompt, fhould 
always have given exprefs no- 
tice of it > and mever have [aid 
Taaavtov alone, without the ad- 
dition of Adwév, For They, 
who were converfant in o- 
ther Books befide Dictiona- 


ries were fenfible, that Sicilian Writers fre- 
quently us’d theW ordT alent in the Attic fence 
of it, without any fuch exprefs Limitation. 
And if Other Sicilian Authors might exprefs 
themfelves in this manner, without being fu- 
{pected as Spurious, Phalaris is unjuftly fufpe- 
cted by the Dr on this account. As to this 
head, he ftands or falls, with the reft of his 
Countrymen: and J doubt not but the Rea- 
der, upon a fair'and impartial View of what 
has been faid to This Article of Dr Bentley’s 
Indictment. again{t Phalaris, will pronounce 
him Not Guilty. H I[- 
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Itherto Dr Bently has kept himfelf pret- 
| ty well within his Province, and criti- 

cis chiefly upon Words, and Phrafes, and 
- Dialects; in his next General Proof he ven- 
tures to criticife upon Things, and to fhew 
| the Letters an Impofture, from the A/atter 


| and Bufinefs of "em*. They are a Fardle of * Diftert. 
| Common Place; ( he fays ) without any Life or p.55- 


| Spirit from Aétion and Circumftance: When You 
| come to’em, YOU FIND BY THE EMPTI- 
NESS AND DEADNESS OF THEM, THAT 
| YOU CONVERSE WITH A DREAMING 
| PEDANT, WITH HIS ELBOW ON HIS 
| DESK; xot with an ative ambitious Tyrant, 
with lis Eland on his Sword, &c. All that 
| takes or affects You is a Stiffnefs, and Statelinefs, 
and Operofenefs of Style, &c. which ws quite aliene 
from the Charatter of Phalaris, 2 Adan of Bufi- 


 finefs and Difpatch *t-. * piles 
Stiffnefs, and Statelinefs , and Operofenefs of 2, 63- 


Style, is indeed quite aliene from the Charatter of 
4 Man of Bufinefs and Difpatch: for which 
reafon, any body that reads Dr Bentley would 
eafily guefs, that he is not 2 Adan of bufinefs. 
And not being a Man of Bufinefs, but a Zj- 
brary-keeper, itis not over modeftly done of 
him, to oppofe his Judgment and Tafte in 
this cafe to that of Sir Wikiam Temple, who 
is certainly a Man of Bufinefs, and knows 
More of thefe things, than Dr Bentley. does 
Of Helychins and Swidas. . For, as his Friend 
Mr Wotton has with Great Sagacity obferv’d, 
Lt is Usiverfally acknomledg’d, that he who -has 
fiudied any Subject is abetter Fudge of thar Sub- 
ject, 


SS 
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ject, than another Man who did never purpofely. 
bend his Thoughts toat ways provided they be 

both Men of Equal Parts*®. Sir Wiliam Temple 

has fpent a good part of his Lite in tranfact- 

ing Affairs of State; He has written to Kings, 

and They to him: and this has qualified him 

to judge how Kings fhould write, much bet- 

ter than all Dr Bentley's Correfpondence 

with Foreign Profeffors; efpecially if they be 

fuch Profeffors, as have the Judgment to ad- 

mire Him,and His Humanity. | fhall not there- 

fore offer a Word on theGeneral Part of this . 
Head, in Juftification of the Epiftles : I thall 
barely fet down the Paflage in which Sir WL 
liam Temple exprefles his Sence of this mat- 
ter; and fhall then leaye it to the Reader, 
whofe Opinion he'll think fit to take, either 
His, or the Library-keeper’s at St James's. 
Sir Wiliam’s admirable Words are, J think he 
muft have but little skill in Painting, that cannot 
fir out this to be an Original. Such Diverfity 
of Paffions upon fuch Variety of Attions, and Paf- 
fages of Life and Government, fuch frecdom of 
Thought, fuch Boldnefs of Expreffion ; fach Boun- 
ty to bis Friends, fuch Scorn of his Enemies ; fuch 
Honour of Learned Men, fuch Efteem of Good ; 
Juch Knowledge of Life, fuch Contempt of Death, 
with fuch Fiercenefs of Nature, and Cruelty of Re- 
venge, could never be reprefentcd but by Him that 
poffesrd ’em. And I efteem Lucian to have beex 
n> more capable of Writing than of A€ting as 
Phalaris did. Inall One writ You find the Scho- 
far, or the Sophift, and ia ak the other writ, 
the Tyrant, and the Commander. It ts plain, 
Sit William Temple does not write like a Dream- 
ing Pedant, with his Elbow on his Desks and 
there- 


| confefs, a plain Proof that he 
| has no juft Notions of it: for try é# the matter, p. 65. 
if he had, it is fo high an Of- 
| fence againft Good Manners, 2/7» even to Pedantry, 


ee SO 
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_ therefore the Reader perhaps will be apt to 
take his Judgment, when he tells him, that 
| Phalaris does not write like one neither. 


I cannot but obferve that Dr Bentley is here 


| and elfewhere(z) very Liberal 


in diftributing the Reproach 
of Pedantry; which is to Me, I 


ar ee SYS 


and Good Senfe,that methinks 
he fhould impute it more fparingly. I will en- 


' deavour therefore to fet him right;which per- 


haps I fhall be the better able to do, becaufe 
having convers'd much a late with fome Wri- 
tings,where this Beauty of Style prevails,I have 
very {trong and fentible Impreffions of it. 
PEDANTRY isa Word of a very various 


‘and mix’d meaning, and therefore lard tobe 


Defin’'d : bet I will Defcribe it tothe Dr as 
well asI can, by pointing out fome of the 
Chief Afarks and Moles of it. 

The firft and fureft Mark of a Pedant is, to 
write without obferving the receiv’d Rules of 
Civility,and Common Decency : and without 
diftinguifhing the Chara&ers of Thofe he 
writes to, oragainft: For Pedantry in the 
Pen, is what Clownifhnefs is in Conyerfation ; 
itis Written Ill-breeding. 

It is Pedantry, to affect the ufe of an Hard 
Word, where there is an Eafie one; or of'a 
Greek or Latin Word, where there is an 
Englifh one, thot fignifies the very fame 
thing. And thefe Two Meanings of the Word 
my 


(a) Thofe Little Pedants, 
that have ftalkt about in the 
Apparel of Heroes. Difl.p.29. 
———-- that wretched Pedan- 


affeded to excel each 


W 
i 


i 


: 
Wh 
MK 
i iH 
Boyett 


ie 


He 
hl 
it 
ae 


‘ 


i 
Hh 


iH 


- Se 


Dr Bentley’s Difiertation upon the 


my Lord Rofcommon feems to have hinted if - 
thofe fine Verfes of his; which are worth at 
leaft half a dozen Pages of Dr Bentley's Scraps 
of Callimachus,. Notes and all. 


The Soil intended for Pieridn Seeds 

Mauft be well purg’d from rank Pedantic Weeds. 

Apollo farts, and all Parnaflus fhakes 

At the rude Rumbling Baralipton makes. 

For none were €er with Admiration read, 

But Who, befide their Learning, were well bred: 
Effay on Tranfl. Verf. 


How Dr Bentley will, on thefe Articles, ex 
cufe his Familiar Treatment of Sir Wiliam 


(2) Could Temple (a), and his Courfe Compliments to 
neither dif- Me (b) ; how he will bring off his Greek and 


cover the 
true Time 
nor true 
Value of 
his Au- 

t hors. p. 6. 


Latin Proverbs (c), his aliene, and negoce, and 
concede,and repudiating a Vernacular Idiom, with 
an Hundred other fuch Elegances of Speech, 
leave him to confider at his Leifure. | 


—Critifm of 4 Peculiar Complexion , and muft proceed from a Sin- 

gularity of Palate and fudgment. P. 7. | 
(6) Sorry Critic, Bungling Tinker, ZLucian’s Afs, €c. 
(¢) qroaAe agave THA Tortus, Afinus ad Lyram, ec. 


To over-rate the Price of Knowledge, and 
to make as great ado about the true Rendring 
of aPhrafe, or Accenting of a Word, asif an 
Article of Faith, or the Fortune of a King 
dom depended upon it, is Pedantry. And fo 
is an Affuming and Pofitive way of deliver- 
ing ones felf, upon Points efpecially not worth 
our Concern, and not capable of being per- 
fectly clear’d. And whether Dr Bentley be 
guilty in this refpect or no, the Reader will 
be 


Rw ihe. i ager”: @ 92-2. See 
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| be able to judge, when, he has caft his Eye 
on the Margin, and confiderd, how many 
tms the Dr in his Diflertation, has freely 
usc the Word Demonfirate of bis own Per; 
formances (2): and withal, how fond he is OP ips pd 
| Negatives, (a very dangerous way of Speech!) Dates. Me 
/ and that 1n Caies oftentimes where the Con ftrated, i 
(trary Affimative is moft certainly true; as thar the i 


itis, and fhall be prov’d to be, in all thofe ze oF i 

‘ at ¥ . late AVE hv tal 

Inftances, which this Mark + referrs to, Spurious. i 
P. 9. | 


| —rhat Demonftrate Anaxilaus to have liv'd -———P. 26, 
| —Demonftrate the Doric Dialed to have been, &c. P. 426 
| — But which is plain Demonftration, P. 48. 
| Demonttrate ‘em by and by to be an Impoflure. P. x16. , 
| —ZJfhall Demonftrate ours to be of a modern date. P. 138. F "Kt 
_—15 a Demonftrative Proof P. 141. . 
++ There was no fuch thing as Tragedy while be tyrannixd at Agri- 
gentum. P. go. 
eed ed\wncre never usd by the Ancients in that fence. DP. 52. 
By that time I have done with ‘em, it will be no more a Contro- 
| -verfie, whether they are Spurious. P. 89. 
| Thereis No MS above CCC Years old, that has the Fables accor 
| ding to that Copy. VP. 146. 
| dn allthat Tratt of Time, not one Single Author, that has given us 
| the Leaft Hint thar Efop was Ugly. P. 149. 
| Aftypalea, a City in Crete, never mention’d by any Geographers 


44+ . 
A Difcovery im Geography, that could not be learnt any where 
elfe. P. §8. »— 
Euftathius, who appears never to bave feem the true Athenry: r 
P, 200. , 


To depart from the Common Ways of 
Writing or Speaking, and fuch as haye been 
‘usd by the beft Pens, on purpofe to thew . 
ones felf more Exa& and Knowing than the | 
Rett of the World, is a Piece of Affectation, | 
that favours of Pedantry. Tauromenium is the j 

word that is generally us’d by both Ancient ; 
and 
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lV and Modern Writers. Dr Bentley has re- - 
i form’d our Spelling, and will have it Tauromi- 
ij minum, becaule Pliny, and Solinus, (and perhaps 
i fomebody elfe) have happen’d to call it fo. 
i) And herel muft beg the Reader’s Excufe, if 
iit I goa little out of the Way, to do right to 
Sir William Temple, in a Cafe of the Like na- 
ture: Mr Wotton tells him, with great Plain- 

nefs of Speech, that He, of all men, ought not 

to have arraign dthe. Modern ignorance in Gram- 

| mar, who puts Delphos for Delphi, every where 
a} i * Reflect. jn his Effays * : A Capital Miftake, and wor- 
| i eae AN thy to be chaftiz’d by the Acute Pen of 
Tesnine! Mr Wotton! But ts he fure that putting Ded- 

p. 59. phos for Delphi isan Offence againft Grammar? 
I thought always, that what was according to 
Propriety, and the receiv’d ufe of a Tongue, 

could not be againft Grammar. It may in- 

deéd be againft fome General Rule of Gram- 

mar: but fo wife a Man as Mr Wotton is, — 

fhould have known, that Grammar has not 

only General Rules, but Particular Exceptions © 

too ; and that the Common Cuftom and Ufage 

of a Tongue is capable of creating an Exceé- 

ption at any time; and is.as good a Rule as 

| any inthe Grammar. Now Delphos; for the 
Latin word Delphi; 1s usd by-all the fineft 
Writers of our Tongue, and beft Judges of 

it: particularly, by Mr Waller twice, in fome 

(4) P.r69, Of his Laft Copies (2); which, tho’ they are 
263. worfe Poetry than the teft, yet are in Cor- 
recter Englifh: by Mr Dryde#, four or five 

(5) P. 6, 33541, 46,48 times, in his Life of Pla- 
(c) P.4, 20,22, 36,42,59- tarch Cb); by Mr Duke (c), 
(4) P. 280, 288, 310. and Mr Creech (d) often in 
their feveral Lives of Thefens, and Solon: “oh 

(be- 
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( becaufe perhaps One Old Divine may weigh 
more with Mr MWorton than all thefe Modern 
Witnefles ) by the Reverend and Learned 
Dr Jackfon,. in his Volumes on the Creed (2), 
Mr Wotton might have faid indeed, that Del- 
phos, in the Singular Number, is not Good 
Latin, or Good Greek: but wher he fays, ’tis 
bad Englifb, he only fhews, that he doesnot 
converie with fo Good Authors as he ought 
to do. This Digreffion might. have been 
fpar’d , but that Mr Wortron, when he was 
purging his Book of fome unbecoming Paf- 
fages in the fecond Edition of it, thought fit 
till to retain this Grammatical Reflection 
there : perhaps inathird Edition, he'll take 
care that This too fhall bear the reft Com- 
pany. i: Fo ae 
Dr Bentley will forgive me this fhort Vifit 
to his Friezd, now I return to him. 
_ Pedaptry confifts alfo in Lom and Afean ways 
of Speech, -whichare a Vicious AffeCtation of 
what is Natural and Eafie, as Hard Words 
are of Learning and Scholarfhip. And whe- 
ther Dr Bentley has not offended this way, by 
thofe Familiar Expreflions of Atother Clito the 
Herb-moman, and Going to Pot, and fetting Hor - 
fes together, and Roafting the Old Woman, and 
by his apt Simily drawn from Bungling Tinkers 
mending old Kettles; any-body, but Pedants, 
can tell. _ 9 | 
. An Itch of contradiGiing Great Men, or 
Eftablifh'd Opinions upon very flight Grounds, 
is another Inftance of Pedantry: and (not to 
mention any thing that relates to the Prefent 
Difpute) fomething of this kind there was, 
Pm afraid, in Dr Beutley’s brisk Cenfure of 
H Gro- 
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Grotius and sina 3 for not knowing the mea« 


(a) Bentl. Ep.ad Millium 
in fine Malale, p. 26. 
(6) Int the Article of the 


Thericlean Cups. 


(c) Modefté & circumfpe- 
Gé de tantis Viris pronun- 
ciandum eft, ne forte (quod 
plerifque accidit) damnent 
qu non intelligunt. Quint. 

(d) Ceftoit une Enemie 
Public,qui ne pouvoit fouf- 
frir le merite, nila reputa- 


tion de perfonne. L. 5. 


ure of an Anapaftic Verfe 
(a), when ’tis plain (as I fhall 
fhew before lay down. my 
Pen (>), ) that the Dr would 
never have cenfur’d ’em. if he 
had known it himfelf (c ). 
Caftelvetro, an Italian Pedant 
was famous for fuch a Snar- 
ling Faculty as this; He was 
(as Balzac fays very well of 
him (4) ).4 Public Enemy, that 
could not endure any-body fhould 
have Merit, or Reputation, but 


Lettre §. 
himfelf. 

The Subjeé is fruitful ; but 1 will confine 
my felfto one Particular more of the Pedant’s 
Character ; and that is, a Love of Quoting 
Books or Paflages not extant, or never feen 
by him, in order to amazeand confound his 
poor Reader, and make himfelf Terrible in 
the way of Learning, 4s Ariftotle fays im 
his loft Treatife of the Sicilian Government,fays 

(£) Differ. the Dr *; tho’ that Treatife be fo far lof, 
p.5s- that Arifforle did really never write it. And 
agen he tells us, what Monfieur de Afeziriac 
(e) P.x35- has done in his Life of e4/op Ce), and yet owns 
in the very next Line, that he ever met with 
: this Book, but only gve/s’d what was in it. He 
Cf) P. 26. produces ( f ) the Unknown Authors Diodorus 
(g) P.62. and Lucian ( g ) tranfcril’d, as fo many Wit- 
(b) P. 2g. neffes on his fide: and, in another place (h), 
he gives a very particular account of what 4. 
Geliw faid in a Loft Chapter, not from any 
other Writer that had quoted it, but meerly 

by dint of Conjecture. 
Thele 
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 Thefe are allthe Afarks and Moles of Pedan- 
try that I can now ftay to point out to the i. 
Dr: if he be ftill at a lofs to know what i>. 
the Pedants Character 1s, and where to | 
apply it ; I referr him to a Paflage in 
Bruyere (a), where t think _ i 
this matter is very fuccinétly , (? ae eae Merete | i 

5 Meeeurs de ce Siecle. Chap. i 
and fully handl d. There Ave des Ouvrages ay Efprit. ‘ 
Jays he, in Learning, as inWar, hit 
4 fort of Inferiour and Subaltern Officers; Men,who 
Seem made only for Regifters and Magazines to i 
ftore up the Produttions of better Writers. Col- 5 
lectors they are, Tranfcribers, Plagiaries 3 They ' 
never think themfelves ; they tell You only what 
Others have thought before them. ‘They heap to- 
gether Matter in abundance, without Choice or 
Diftinttion 5 and care not how Worthlefs it is, fo 
there be bus Enough ont. They Know nothing , 
but juft as they learn it from their Books , and 
Learn nothing but what every-body elfe defires to 
be Ignorant of. They have a Vain, Dry, Infipid 
fort of Knowledge 5 that is Difagreeable, and U/e- 
lefs 5 can neither enliven Converfation,nor conduce 
to Bufinefs. We are fometimes furpriz’d at their 
Reading, but always tird with their Difcourfe,or re 
their Writings. Thefe are They, who among All e 
the Little Aten, and Some Great Ones,go for Scho- 
lars, but among the Wife and Senfible part of 
Mankind, for Pedants. 

This Account of Pedantry has drawn me a 
little out of my Way ; I fhall now return a- 
gain into it, and confider the Particular In- Hi 
ftances Dr Bentley has brought to juftifie his Ny 
General Affertion, that the Matter and Bu/i- j 
nefs Of the Letters betrays *em not to be Ge- 
nuine. 
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il “Pes6 The firft is an Improbable and Abfurd Story * 
i (as he thinks) about Stefichorus ; who dying at 
Catana, the Himereans defir’d to have his 
ii) Afhes brought back into his Native City Hi- 
| mera, but the Cataneans would not part with 
|| them. This occafion’d a fierce Conteft be- 
tween the two Towns, whichPhalaris appeas’d, 
Bil by prevailing with the Aimereans tolet Stefi 

1 | chorus’s Afhes fleep in Peace at Catana,and build 
Hh | a Temple tothe Honour of him, at Home. 


i) 
ii 


| Now what is therein this Story either Abfurd, 
i or Improbable? that the Aimereans fhould be fo 
i concern’d to get the Afhes of Stefichorus, and 
i | the Cataneans to keep them ? This very thing 
i happen’d afterwards in the cafe of Euripides ; 
whofe Bones the Athenians fent a folemn Em- 
bafly to ALacedonia, to retrieve, as A. Gellius 
| (4) Le 1§- informs us (a); and that, notin 4 Loft Chap- 
| “-20 tery. And after the Denial of this Requeft,we 
a i (6)L.1. learn from Paufanias (b), that the Athewians 
P.2- built a Noble Monument to the Memory of 
Euripides, which continu’d evén to his Time. — 
Somewhat of the fame Honour was paid to He- 
fiod’s Remains ; which ‘being buried, where 
Hefiod was murder’d,a great way off Afcra,the 
(c) Conv. Orchomenians, Plutarch tells us (c) by the Ad- 
Sapp.162. viceof the Oracle, endeavour’d all they could 
to get em into their poffeffion; but They that 
had ’em, would not be prevail’d upon to part 
with ’em. Andif Evxripides and Hefiod were 
honour’d with fuch Contentions as thefe,after 
their Deaths, why might not Stefichorus ? 

Ay, but fays the Dr, a Temple, and Deifica- 
tion, were a little too Extravagant an Honour to 
be paid to a Poet’s Memory (d), I thoughtfuch 
things as thefe could not have furprizd a 
man 
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man of the Dr’s Polymathy: but, 1 find, he 
| Knows nothing of the feveral Temples erected 

q to Homer at Smyrna, and in other places ; as 

} Strabo (a), and eAlian (b) exprefly affirm: nor 

| fo much as remembers that Known Paflage in Homerams 
| Tully’s Oration pro Archia Poet, which is no Smyrnzi 
) Secret even to the Firft Beginners in Learning, fum effe 
| Homer (fays he) the Smyrnzans claim asa Naq ane 1 

| tive of theirs; and therefore they have eretb iraaue 

) ed a Temple to him. From whence alfo Dr etiam De- 
| Bentley may pleafe to learn the reafon why lubra E- 
) Phalaris would have the Himereans content die mat 
j themfelves with erecting a Temple to Sreficho- ae 
y vus, becaufe That would declare to Polterity, ¢c) Si; 

} that he was Born there (c). , From: 

| “Y at Di 
H vendicabat; Sepylerum , Templum , & Statuas ipfus oftentans. 
} Varro. 
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Nay, it happens a little unluckily, that an 
Ancient Marble is preferv’d to this Day, 
(which perhaps belong’d to fome Temple 
erected to the Honour of Homer, in fome of 
the places that contended for his Birth) where 
the Aporheofis, or Deification of that Poet is 
defcrib’d ; and a Learned Man, Cuperus, has 
|writ a Large Comment upon it: which me- 
| thinks the Dr fhould have been acquainted 


} with, tho’ he be not a Foreign Profeffor. 

| Pre I quit this Particular, I muft obferve 

ya Little Slip of the Dr’s, in telling us, that : 

| Fimera in Tully’s time was call’d Therme *, 1 * Differe. 
| believe it was not; becaufe Tully himfelf af-! 57° 
jiures as, that Himera and Therme were two 

| Different Towns; and the Latter built at 

jfome Diftance from the Ruines of the For- 

H 3 mer 
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(a2) Himera deleta, quos 
Cives belli Calamitas reli- 
quos fecerat, ii fefe Thermis 
collocarant, in ejuidem agri 
finibus, neq; longé ab Oppi- 
do. antiquos 
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mer (a). And, without this 
Diftinction between Alimera 
and Therme ’tis impoflible to 
underftand Diodorus, where 
he fays, that after Himera was 
fack’d ana ras’d by the Care 
thaginians, it continu’d alto- 
gether uninhabited, even to 
His Days (6): which could 
not be True, if Aimera and 
Therma were the fame ; for; 
that Therme was well inhabi- 
ted in Diodorus’s time, is paft 
Difpute. I will not deny, but that fome care- 
lefs Paflages may perhaps have dropp’d from 
the Pens of Old Authors, where thefe’- Two 
are not nicely diftinguifh’d : but it is not in 
Works, where they fet up for being fevere 
upon other Mens Miftakes; and Their want 
of Exaétnefs therefore may be forgiven 
them. But Dr. Bentley, who profefles to give 
no Quarter, fhould take care not to want 
any. 

His Laft Objection happily arofe from 
contemplating the Matter of One Single E- 
piftle ; the Dr will now compare the Epiftles 
together, and confute One by another. 
There is an Jnconfiftency, he fays, between the 
LI" ad the LXIX*: becaufe in the LI* Phalaris’s 
Wife is Dead, and inthe LXIXt She ws Alive 
again™, As if it were neceflary that thefe 
Epiftles fhould have been written juft in the 
fame Order that they ftand; which is diffe- 
rent in the Printed Copies from what it is 
in the MSS, and different in one MS from 
what 
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what is in another. Upon fuch an unrea- 
fonable Suppofition as this, how many Incon- 
fiftencies might be found in Tully’s Epiities ¢ 
-or even in thofe of St Paul? And yet, if 
this Suppofition do not take place, there is i 
no manner of Jnconfiftency between thofe Two Ht 
Epiftles of Phalaris. The Penetrating Dr WI 
Bentley feems to have had fome Sufpicions, ‘i 
that this Argument was of it felf a little too ‘a 
weak to ftand its Ground ; and therefore has i 
back’d it with a ftrong Referve of Four A 
Other Suppofitions : and if All Thefe hold is 
good, he will ftill prove the Epiftles Spuri- 
ous. Firft he fuppofes, that Eryshia was poi- 
fon’d by Python, not long after Phalaris’s Ba- 
nifhment ; becaufe otherwife, he fuppofes, {he 
could not want Opportunities to follow him: then 
he fuppofes, Erythia mas poifon’d in the Ifland 
Aftypalea, where he /uppofes, that ber Prifoner 
dwelt, Here are more Poftulatums than Euclid 
requir’d to build the Whole Body of his Ele- 
ments upon ; and yet he muft be very kind 
to Dr Bentley, that will grant him any One 
of them ; fince there is nothing either in the 
Epifties themfelves, or in any Other Hiltory 


Thave had the Luck to meet with, that can Wwe 
give em the leaft Countenance. At prefent - 


therefore I take the fame Liberty to deny 
every one of thefe Suppofitions,as He has taken 
to aflume them: If hereafter he can prove 
them in another Language, “twill then be 
time enough to fhew, that they are Nothing ro mi 
t the Purpofe. ie 
In fome Other Epiftles, the Dr has difco- (Ni 
ver’d a Scene of Putid and Senfele{s Formality *, * Differt. | 
A Man of Quality in Saas whole Wife & 53: 
4 


was 
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was lately Dead, fends his Brother to Phala- 
i ris, witha Requeft, that he would endeavour 
i to prevail with Stefichorus to write an Elegy 
i upon Per; Phalaris trys, and prevails : but 
| is not fo faccefsfol in a fecond Attempt of 
Mi te fame mace that he makes at the In- 
| ftance of another Sicilian Gentleman. I pro- 
| teft , | can fee no Harm in all this: there 
may in ideed, for ought 1 know, be Putid For- 

i) mality in it, bec: aufe I can’t well tell what thofe 
| Hard Words mean ; but I fee nothing Unna-- 
i | tural there, or Misbecoming the CharaGter of 
|| Phalaris. No! fays the Dr, what ? can any 
me l + Differt. One ee eae mae ui as his bufied the Head 
| | (ote of ‘es Tyrant As Low thoughts as the 
cae Dr has of the Epifites, I find he has very 
high ones of Phalaris : he feems to have re- 
prefented him to hi imfelf, as fome Mighty 
Monarch that had Vaft Dominions, ‘and was 

Soil teo Greai, and too Bufie, to attend fuch Tri- 
fles : whereas He was only a Petty Prince of: 

One Ton m in Sicily, and, as fuch, I hope, 

the Office here given him was no ways'be- 
low him. Indeed the Dr has, for the Ho- 
ie nour of Phalaris, reprefented that Town as 
rr] exceeding Populow: ; for Diodorw:, he fays, 
L Ditters, COUtS 200C8C Souls i In Agrigent, and Others 

tipi siesastessele1e.e\e) re Diodorus 1 grant, in the place 

~ Poe cited, fays,! there were fuch Numbers in 

it, when the Carthaginians took it, Olymp. 

| LXXXXII. 3; when (as he tells us in the 
i fame place’) it was in its moft } rofperous and 
| flourifl \ing” Eftate: but muft there needs be 

s many Inhabitants in it, 150 Years before, 

in the Reign of Phalaris? Ns for his Other 

Witnefs Laertius, his 800e00 are given up si 

the 
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) the Learned, asa Grofs Miftake ; which Bo- 
chart fuppofes to have rjfenfrom the change 
of a Numeral K intoa m: or, however that h | 
| may be, the Account, he fays, Ki 
. ; incredible and “utterly falfe * * Chm resplane fuperat HH 
) Incredible as it is, the Dr fidem, adedque fir falfifima. i 
i vobelitife to take up with Pbhales-P 553: it 
Bit; and it grows under his | 
) Hands : for by that time we are got to the | 
End of this Article, thefe 800000 are a AUil- 4 
§ lion of Subjeits tr: the 200000 are thrown in + Difere. i, 
carelefly to make it a Round Number. Let? 5° _ 
it bea A4Gilion ; yet there have been Tyrants, ‘ 
| with many Millions of Subjects at their Com- 
‘mand, who have thought fit to employ and 
€ntertain themfelves much after this manner. 
| Has the Dr, who deals fo much in Fragments, 
never feen thofe of Auguftus’s Letters to Ho- 
Brace? has he never heard, that we owe the 
§ Fourth Book of Horace’s Odes, and the fineft 
bof all his Epz/tles, to that Prince’s Importuni- 
ity ; who prefs'd, and oblig’d him to write, 
Jand to make mention of him in his Poems ? 
§ And fuch Stuf, I prefume, may very well be 
j allow’d to bufie Phalaris’s "Head, which found 
} room in the Thoughts of Anguftus. ot 
) But why fo much ado ? fays Our Keen Ob- 4 
i ferver ; could not the Syracufi fan have written 
i t0 Stefichorus, and atthe price of fome Prefert 
met with Succefs * ? | agree with the Dr* Differc. 
Ithat 2 Prefent is fometimes an Expeditions? 6° | 
) Method of doing Bufinefs; I have known fe- . 4 
I teral things ia my Life- time flick for want ° Ni 
of it. However here it was Improper: for 1 
Stefichorus was not only the Greateft Poet, but 
jone of the Gréateft Menin Sicily. His Bro- 
ther 


i 
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ther Helianax was a Law-giver [Nouolems] 
it Suidas tells us; and He himfelf probably in 
iit the Government of Avera ; or at leaft con- 
i fulted by em in Extraordinary Cafes, as ap- 
i pears by his Apologue in Ariffotle’s Rhetoric : 
nit And the true way of prevailing with fuch a 
Mi man to employ his excellent Pen was to of- 
i | fer him not Money, but a Subject that de- 
| ferv’d it. Some of his Brother Poets indeed 
i) were to be tempted this way: but they 
ny were menof Mean Birth, and Education ; 
ii) and were to make their Fortunes by their 
me Wi. Pen; and no wonder therefore that they were 
a Mercenary. 

Hi It is objected, that if thefe Letters about 
the Elegy were Phalaris’s, he would have ex- 
prefs’'d himfelf properly, and not have cal’ad 
the fame Copy of Verfes werovs, and éaeyeiov,which 

| are as different from one another as Lheognis uz 

Sl , (4) Dif’ from Pindar (4): an Egregious Piece of Dulnefs! 
> $9  faysthe Dr, and which proves him to be a 

meer Afinus ad Lyram! Now to fee the 

different Caft of Mens Heads, allowing the 

Error in this cafe, fo Egregioafly Dull am 1, 

that I fhould have reafon’d juft the other way 

from it ; that if a Sophijt had writ thefe Let- 

ters, he would never have confounded thefe 

Two Words, the diftinét Sence of which 

was fo well fettl’d before his Time by the 

Grammarians. But in Phalaris’s time the 

cil @ meaning of thefe Terms of Art might not be 
1 fo ftriétly mark’d out ; or 4 Prince might not 
| think himfelf oblig’d to take notice of it,’ 
and to write with all the Exadtnefs of a Scho- 
lar. So that from this very Miftake, if it 
were one, I fhould have inferr’d fomething 
in 
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in favor of the Letters: but,to our Misfortune, 
}here isno Miftake. Phalaris did but as a Nicer 

) Man than He might have done; he calls the 
)Poem Easyév (a), when he asks it of Stefi- ( Ep- i 
i chorus, and did not know in what Verfe it 14+ K 
) would be compos’d by him; and he calls it i 
| éa@ aiterwards (b), when he had it, and (4)Ep.79. ti 
found it was in Lyric Meafures. ) 

“Bacy@- and Easyetov originally fignified only a 

) Mournful or Funeral Song (c); MS leer febile Carman | 
g an Elegy, as we fay in Englafh * Ab! nimis ex vero nunc ribi if 

| referring to the Subject of the nomen habes ! . 


| Song , and not to the Mea- Ovid. i 

Hfure. But Elegies being gene- ie 
{ 4 Ve S¢ ATi aye He 

) rally writ in Hesxameters and Ka} ot “Eaalwinod 3 eas oo 


| Pentameters, the Word came 2 2881 Srluvot, ot teh by ve 

| afterwards to beapply’d pure- 9277 MAVTO, Terie” 
. YO WW TO @GpP@TU, PATI, @ 

‘ly to the Meafure , without suage Evft.in Hom]. 2. 

} any Regard to the Subject. paulo ante finem. 

| However, this Second Sence 

| of the Word did not fo far prevail, as ab- 

j folutely to extinguifh the Firft ; ftill"BayG@ 

} and “Excydioy were now and then employ’d in 

| aLoofer Meaning than what the Grammari- 

j ans put upon ’em: and of this I will give the 

) Dr one plain Inftance, froma Darling Au- 

} thor of his, Dion Chryfoftome, who in his 4th 

| Book de Rego calls the Heroic Verfes written 

| On Sardanapalus’s Tomb, ’Eacyéi: And Ari- 

| flophanes fpeaking of the Nightingale, has this 

| Paflage: 


Tv 


| &oi6G- enter T0Gg Ges EALTOLS Mi 
ey ; i 


Where éatyors can fignifie nething, but a Az- 
lancholy 


i i 108 Dr Bentley’s Difertation upon the 


lancholy Tune , Or Mournful 
_ (a) Accordingly the Scho- Song (a); unlefs our Gram- 
Hiaft thus interprets it, wale Marian can prove, that the 
Spivoie "Empyrar 3 aac ve. Nightingales in that part of 
2,8 agyew. the World fung in Elegiac 
Meafure. And the Misfor- 
tune of it is, that thefe very “Eas: are call’d 

géan but a few Verfes before. | 
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| We And I hope -Ariftopianes underftood Greek, 
i and was no Afinus ad Lyram. As ftrong Proofs 
Hi as thefe may feem, I have ftill behind One 
Authority more, which will go farther with 
Dr Sentiey than any I have yet brought : tis 
his Own. He, p. 139, of his Differtation, 
tells us, that Some-body made an Edition: of 
LF : Mfop’s Fables in Elegiac Verfe;andjafter giving 
us feveral Inftances of the kind, he adds, that — 
Some of them (i.e. of the Elegiac Fables) mere 
(b) Differ. #4 in Hexameters (6). Vd adyife him there- 
p14. fore to call inthis Criticifm, and his Dirty 
ME Proverb dlong with it, for fear it thowd ftick 
| where he has not a mind it fhould. 
| He has ftill One way left of difproving 
this Piece of Putid Formality, and that is, by 
denying that Srefichorus and Phalaris were ac- 
(s)Tbid. Quainted (6). ’Tis a Negative, and therefore 
| p60. pretty hard to be made out; let us fee how 
| he fets about it. He obferves, that Lucian 
aw fays nothing of this Acquaintance. Lycian 
mentions it not by Name indeed; but he 
{peaks in- General of Phalaris’s Converfation 
with Learned Men, and their great Efteem of 
him > 
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§ him; and then gives an Inftance in Pytha- 
} goras , the moft celebrated Scholar of his 
} Time (4): and after Him, 
§ there needed no otherInftan- = (4) “Eyiy fy 0 entry: i 
» ces. Hada Lefs Skilful Hand d\- POLT WO Weep us of Tomes I 
been employ’d in making this 7Io # ‘Eaatvar, § égev- i 
Oration, he would probably 32¥" eager ae | 
j have heap’d up all he knew (oY TiBagSene sep ded i 
| Of Phalaris, and overacted his jige, &c. 
| part by too Great and Cir- Luc. Phal. x. i) 
| cumftantial a Nicety. But Zz- 

cian had more Art; he knew when to leave off, 
) that the Piece might not look {tiffand unnatu- 
p ral. Befides if Lucian’s Silence be an Excepti- 
} On to Stefichorus’s acquaintance with Phalaris,it 
} 1s to Abaris’s too; which yet Our Critic has 
) before, for the fake of Ariftorle and Fambii- 
} chus *, been gracioufly pleas’d to allow. * Differs 
p But P/ato is filent, as well as Lucian, in this ?- 15- 
} matter; and that in an Epiftle written to a 
| Tyrant of Sicily, where he is reckoning up the 
) Friend{hips of Learned Men with Tyrants and 
) Magiftrates +. Neither has Plato mentiond + Ibid. 
{ 
| 


~ 


we 


ote 


al 


| any thing in that Epiftle of the acquaintance ? 6:- 
p between Phalaris and Pythagoras ; which had 

) been as Proper, and as Domeftic an Inftance -— 
j as. the other. And yet the Pythagoreans all , 
| agree that their Mafter and Phalaris were ac- 

| quainted ; and Dr Bentley grants it : why 

| Should Plato’s 111 Memory bea proof againi{t 

| the one, and no Proof againft the other ? But | 
I rather think, it was his Good Judgment, 
| than his Ill Memory, that occafion’d this O- if 
) miflion : Phalaris’s Name was detefted and in- Hi 
| famous in Sicily; and to have brought him in | 
| therefore among his other Inftances, would 
have 
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have fpoil’d the Complement to Dionyfius,who 
might like well enough to have the Parallel 
drawn between Him and Hero, or Pericles, 
or Periander, or Crefus ; but would not have 
thought it a Civility, 1 believe, to have been 
compar’d with Phalaris: whofe Character, 
when taken at the beft, and as drawnin thefe 
Epifties, is not fo Amiable, as that any man 
fhould be pleafed with refembling him ; efpe- 
cially One, who could not but be confciousto 
himfelf, that he had made ufe of His Me- 
thods, and had reafon to expe& His Fate: 
Plato wasaGreat Mafter of Decency; andhe 
never fhew’d it more than in this dextrous 
management; which Iam not furpriz’d to 
sie that our Library-kKeeper has no Relifh 
of. 

His laft Argument is from Pindar, who 
{peaks of Phalaris's Cruelty with Deteftation. 
And what follows from thence ? that he ne- 
ver heard of his Extraordinary Dearnefs with 
Stefichorus; for the fake of which, Pindar, 
had he known it, would certainly have for- 
bora giving him foVile a Charatter (a). This 
indeed is Demonftration, and not to be with- 
ftood! I will not Attempt to anfwer it ; only 
I will put the Dr in mind of One falfe Co- 
lour, that he has given to his Argument : for 
it does notappear from any Expreffion in this 
Ode, that Pindar is there exhorting Hiero tobe 
kind to Poets and Men of Letters (6). There is 
not a Word of being kind to Poets and Men of 
Letters mention’d in the Verfes themfelves, 
whatever Guefs his Commentators (who per= 
haps knew as little of Pizdar’s Intentions, as I 
or Dr Bentley do) may make at their Remote 
Mean- 
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} Meaning. Pindar only praifes Ajero for his 
) Humanity and Hofpitality, at large; and tells 
Phim, Crafus was renown’d for thefe Virtues 
}and Phalaris infamous for the want of em. 
| Which | would have obferv’d ; becaufe if 
he be not {peaking here of Beneficence to 
) Poets and Men of Letters, Dr Bentley might as 
) well have undertaken to prove his point from 
D eprsoy prey Ud ae» as from the paflage he has pro- 
yduc’d, He has -lam’d it in his Quotation ; I 
Pwill give it. the Reader en- 
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jalways be renown’d for his Hu- 
B nanity and Benevolence ; but the 
E Memory of the Savage and In= rae edn. 

§ human Phalaris is every where 

detected. Could a better Panegyric be made 
Pupon Afero, in fewer Words? Could any 
thing bemoreartful, than the pitching upon 
)thefe Two Oppofite Inftances, to fet out his 
} Character by ? Were a Man to Compliment 
pfome Perfon in Dr Beztley’s Station, could he 
} do it more effectually, than by faying of him, 
p that he had ail the Humanity and Good Na- 


f ture of the Library-keeper at Cambridge *,and * Mr- i 
Hnone of the Difobliging Rude Qualities of 446°!” 


) Him at St Fames?s ? 
| After all, the Dr’s Opinion and Mine up- 
on this point are not fo very diftant as he 
}may imagine: for I agree with him, that 
} there was no Extraordinary Dearnefs between 
) Stefichorus and Phalaris; nor do the Letters 
) themfelves imply that there was. They fay 
) indeed, that Phalari: oblig’d and courted Srefi- 
| chorus, out of Vanity, or a Real Efteem-of 
i his Merit. And Stefichorus could not ye pay 
| ome 


£12 


Hii | 
wi 


| keitttty CON, Eom Sill 83 5, ME 


°: + ae 


Dr Benley’s Difertation wpow the 


fome Regard to Phalaris on this account} 
tho’ he could never Love Him, or his Cha- 
vacter: nor is there any Proof from the Epis 
ftles, that he did. Phalaris, after he had gi- 
yen him his Life, defir’d only his Friendfhip 
in return ; and Stefichorus was oblig’d both in 
Gratitude and Prudence, not to ftand off; 
but to be in as Good Terms as he could with 
a Man that was able todo him fo much Mif- 
chief. We havea Lively Account of juft fuch 
a management as this betwen Fulins Cafar 
and Tully, in the Epiltles of the Latter. 
When Cafar had got the better of Pompey, 
whofe Side Tuly took, either out of a true” 
Efteem for Tally’s Vertues, or out. of Defign, 
he took all Methods of making him his Own; 
payd hima great many Civilities, and did 
him a great many Services. Tully could ne- 
ver from his Heart love aTyrant : but we may 
imagine how he behav’d himfelf ‘in this cafe ; 
he accepted Cafar’s proffer’d Friendfhip, | 
wrote Civilly to him, and lay ftill. No 
more than this, that I can fee, ever pafs’d 
between Stefichorusand Phalaris, to {peak upon 
the Foot of the Letters: and if fo, what be- 
comes of Dr Bentley's Harangue about the Si- 
lence of Authors, in relation to this fanfied 
Intimacy and Dearnefs 2? Good Writers muft 
needs fay nothing of that which never hap- 
pend. Stefichorus’s Love for Phalaris could no 
more be the Subject of any of the Pens that 
went beforeus,than Dr. Bentley's Humanity will 
be of any of the Pens that fhall come after us. 
Tis Eafie then to anfwer for the Silence of Au- 
thors upon This Head ; whether it can be jufti- 
fied as well upon the Next, I fhall now sara 
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FN my Preface to Phalaris, among the Ob- 
: jections that might be rais’d againft the E- 
piitles, I mention’d this for One, that they 
had, for ought weknew, lain a Thoufand Years 
without being taken notice of. Dr Bentley has 
been pleas’d to refume this flight Argument 
of mine, as he did that of the Dialeé, and give 


| at a place among his Irrefragable Demonftra- 
| tions ; an Honour which, I mnft own, «it no 
) ways deferves. For, tho’ he has taken this 
| occafion of fhewing his Extraordinary Talent 


in Wit and Raillery, and tells us, the Epi- 
ites were preferv’d in the Parchments of Jove, 
and buried in fome Secret Cave under Ground; 


or elfe they had certainly gone to,Pot *: yet 1 * Differ; 
_fuppofe he does not in good Farneft think p. 63- 
‘it any great Wonder, that. Mortal Vellum 


Should endure a Thoufand Years; or that a 


mall Parcel of Letters fhould lie fo many 
| Ages without being mention’d by any Author 


now extant : a Thing not altogether Incredi- 


ble, becaufe it has a€tually happen’d to other 


Books befides Phalaris. | 
Velletus Paterculus, an Elegant Writer, and 


Ong that tells us feveral Particulars, not to 


be met with in other Roman Hiftorians, might 
with more reafon expect to be taken notice 
of than our Author: yet perhaps Dr -Bent- 
fey won’t meet with any plain mention of 
his Writings for Five Centuries after he writ, 
till Prifcian quotes him, and that only in a 
point of Grammar. After this time, he'll be 


as much at a lofs to find any Footi{teps of 


him for Nine Hundred Years more, down to 
the Age of Aventinus: and yet the Critick¢ 
; I have 
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ti have receiv’'d him without being fo nice as 
ti) to examine, what Secret Cave he was conceal'd 
jn. Phaedrus, as far as can find, was never 
mention’d by any Author fince Avienus, tll 
his Fables were in this Age brought to light 
by Pitheus, after they had been loft above a 
Thoufand Years. Lattantins de Mortibus Perfe- 
eutorum, was a Book not {poken of by any- 
body fince St Serome, till, after a Thou 
fand Years, Baluze difcover’d it in the fa- 
mous Library of Colbert, and made it pub- 
lick. Now, as our Diflertator learnedly 
argues; if thefe Books lay unteuch’d and un- 
ftirrd,they muft have moulder'd away ; if they 
were usd during thefe Ten Centuries, Some- 
body would furely have fpoken of "em. Either 
the Dr muft give up thefe Authors as 
Spurious, or thefe Objeétions as Slight 
and Frivolous; and own, that the Szlence 
oh of the Ancients is not a Dired, but (as 
any» body elfe would have thought, and | 
cal’d it) avery Indirect Argument again{t® 
em: tho’ ftill not quite fo indirect as ano- 
ther; that he founds upona Difagreement 
Si between Lucian, and the Epiftles, in their 
Accounts of Phalaris, This does not come 

properly under the head I am now fpeaking 

‘ to: however, becaufe he has thrown toge- 

ther here Two or Three Paultry Proofs, that 

wonld make no Figure by themfelves, I fhall 

take ’em’as they lie before me. The Diffe- 

| rent Relations concerning Phalaris given by 
iat * Preface Zucian, and the Epiftles, Lurg’d formerly, * as 
tomy F- g Proof that Lucian could not write them. 

Siar But as He has manag’d it, at fecond hand, to 

Alar tse ? 
thew, thatLucian does as good as exprefly cae 
¢ 
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be never faw "em, it either proves nothing,‘ or 

proves too much ; even that Lucian never 

faw Timaus, as Learned as he was, and as of- 

ten as he mentions him.. For Timexs relates. 

that the Agrigentines threw the Brazen Bull 
a oo 


into the Sea s but Lucian fays, Phalaris fent it 
to Delphos. What! fhould gather from hence 
would be, that Zucian overlook’d that and 
many other Authorities, and did not confine 
himfelf to ftri@: Hiftory in a Declamation: 
but, according to Dr 2 ntley’s. manner of 
drawing Conjequences it mui{t follow, that 
| Zimaeus no more writ his hiftory, than Pha- 
| faris did his Letters ; for Lucian equally con- 
tradicts Both ; and for that reafon is a Bad 
|) Evidence againfteither of them. Now if Lv- 
| sian himfelf be of no Authority in this point, 
# much lefs are thofe Authors he folow’d *, which * 
| Dr Bentley fammons up as fo many Wirneffes! 
| againft the.. Epiftles.. I would ask him how 
| many Witnefles thefé are ? where they liv’d ? 
what are their Names, and the Names of the 
| Books they wrote? Tis very hard to urge 
i fuch Teftimonies againft us, asare not now, 
} and probably never were in being: For Luz- 
| cian, inthis Harangue, feems to tye himfelf up 
| to no Authors, nor to be guided by any thing 
f but his own Invention: and this the Dr him- 
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| felf confefles in another place +; where He + pig. 
} fays, Lucian feigns an Exbaffy from, Phalaris top. 62. 


} Delphi. And if the Ground of this whole 
| Difcourfe were a Fiétion, why does the Dr 
here argue from it as ferionfly as if it were 
copyd from the moft Authentic Hiftories 
| then extant ? how can he allow himfelf to 
} put fuch an Air of Gravity upon what be 
| ha knows 
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knows to be a Trifle ? We fhall have 
him, et this rate, in his next Diflertation, 
folemnly quoting Lucian’s Vera Hiftoria too, 
and the unknown Authors which he follow’d. 
But I fuppofe he refolv’d to make the beft 
advantage he could of thefe Poor Colours, 
for want of Better Authorities: Forthe Two 
Hiftorians he brings to ftrengthen his Proof, 
{ay nothing that is inconfiftent with the Epi- 
ftles. Jamblichus, he fays, brings in Abaris 
in company with Pythagoras to Phalaris 5 but in 
the Epiftles Abarisrefufes to come. WWhowould 
not have refus’d an Invitation from Phalaris, 
till he had good affurances that he might come 
with Safety °? Report had told him very 
difmal Stories of the Tyrant, and drefs’d him — 
upin frightful Colours ; Abaris perhaps did not 
know at firft, but that Phalaris might Live - 
upon Philofophers Flefh; or might have a 
Fancy to try, which made his Bull Roar beft, 
a Scythian, or a Sicilian. Thefe were very 
Important matters, and if he fhould not 
have taken care to be fully fatisfied in ’em 
before he ventur’d his Perfon, he had not been 
quite fo Vife a man as he was thought to be ; 
for one part of Wifdom is to be Cautious. 
Pythagoras therefore manag'd at the very fame 
rate: he.often refus’d to come (a), and yet 
came at laft: why might not this be the cafe 
of Abaris? This is avery eafie way of re- 
conciling Phalaris with Yamblichus ; and he 
does not differ fo widely from Heraclides nei- 
ther, but that Theyitoo may be brought 
(with Dr Bentley’s Leave, and in his Carriers 
Phrafe) ro fer Horfes together. Phalaris fays, 
he was an Orphan, before he came to Agrigents 
an 
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and yet Heraclidesfays, his Mother was burnt 
_ there. . Dr Bentley has given a Clear Soluti- 
on of this Difficulty himfelf; and frankly 
owns, that his Asother might be burnt, tho’ 
his Father dy’d long before. But how, fays 
he, came the Old Woman to be roafted at Agri- ijl 
gent, if Phalaris fled glone from Aftypalea, | 
neither Wife nor C hild, nor any Relation following i 
him, according to the Epiftles (4)? Ido not re- (4) Differ. i 
member any fuch Epiftle in’ My Edition of?: §5- i 
Lnalaris , but if thee fhould be fuch an one i 
in the King’s MS, [ll anfwer this Objection ) 
to it, when the Library-keeper is in fo good 
an Humor, as to favour me with a Sight of 
it: Till then, [ may be excus’d from profecu- 
ting this Point any further, Only I muft ob- 
ferve to the Dr, tiat either he ufes fome Co- 
PY of Heraclides that I have not feen; or 
elfe cites him for what he does not fay. 
Both Here, and in the 30th Page of his Dif. 
fertation, he tells us, from Flerachides, that 
Phalaris was burnt by the Agrigentines > where- 
as Heraclides only fays, oy oO Sau eTLmpn(ctTo° 
’Tis true, it’s all one to his purpofe, whether 
he was burnt, oranyother way put to Death: 
but he has fuch a Facility of Mifunderftand- 
ing or Mifreprefenting Authors, to ferve a 
Turn ; that he does it, even when it is of no 
fervice to him. 
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¥ Hone I have now fo thoroughly examin’d 
Dr Kentley’s General Arguments, that none 
~ of’em can he thought ‘to affeét the whole 
Body of the Epiftles : if his Objections againft 
fome Particular Letters have no more Weight 
n ish he’s the bef Patron Phalarts has yet 
met with ; for the next Happinefs to be- 
fp’ very well Defended , is that of bei ng 
very weakly Oppos’d. All his Attacks of 
this kind are grounded upon Chroxology: and 
therefore, before he could make any Approa- 
ches, he ‘was oblig’d to fettle the Time of 
Phalaris. And fir ft he Sives us Fis account of 
Enfebius thus. °* Ol. XXXI.2. Phalaris apuad 
*. be eigenen Len ee ee Ol. XXXVIT. 
Phalaridis 1 Tyrannis deftruéha: by which 
3 reekOnibe he govern’d 28 Years *. In- 
ftead of Ol. XXXVII, he means, I fuppofe, 
Ol. XXXVIIL, as ’tis in Exfebius ; or elfe his 
Reckoning of 28 Years (which he could bring 
in here, for no other Reafon, but to fhew his 
Skill in Counting ) is falfe. ” However, he is 
willing to allow, that ( according to St Hie- 
yome, and Swidas ) Phalaris’s Government com- 
mencd Ol. LIL. 3. and expird Ol. LVIL 3 
This acconnt, fays he, J alow of for the fake of 
Ariftotle and Jamblichus, who make him Coe 
temporary with Stefichorus avd Pythagoras -f. 
But by his Nicenefs in Computation he con- 
futes himfelf in the fame Breath, and fays, 
Pythagoras was not raken notice of in Greece tilt 
80 1 Years after Ol. KX XVUI. 2. (for I'll fuppofe 
XXXVIla falfe Print) 7. e. Three Years af- 
ter 
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ter Phalarisdy’d. And yet Pythagoras had a 
great Name in Greece many Years before he 
came into Sicily. So that Dr Bentley has ma- 
nag’d this Point with a particular Dexteri- 
ty ; and prov’d that Pythagoras and Phalaris 
could not be acquainted, by that very ac- 
count which he accepted of meerly to coun- 
tenance their acquaintance. A moft anfpici- 
ous Entrance upon his Chronologicai Proofs ! 
doubtlefs all the reft will be made out with 
Equal Force and Clearnefs! Here’s a Page 
{pent to give us his Opinion about the Age 
of Phalaris, where he has fo contriv’d to fay 
one thing, and prove another, that we are 
{till ata lofs to know what his Opinion is. 
If Gr Bentley be fo Quarrelfome, that he 
cannot agree with himfelf, how is it pof- 
fible for other People to agree with hinv? 
I would willingly allow of any Date of 
Phalavis that he is inclin’d to admit: but 
fince he has exprefs’d himfelf fo intricate- 
ly, that *tis hard to know which way he is 
determin’d, Pll take the moft receiv’d Ac- 
count; and go on ta fhew, that, notwith{tan- 
ding’ any of His Difcoveries, the Epiftles 
might have been written before the 58th 
Olympiad. 

He begins his Chronological Oofervations 
with the e4ira’s of fome Cities mention’d in 
the Epiftles ; a very Slippery Foundation to 
build an Argument upon! for all thefe Ci- 
ties are fo very ancient, that it would puz- 
zle ons. of a Greater Reach in Chronology 
than Dr Bentley, to trace their Originals. 
The Oldeft Hiftorians now extant had but 
very Slender Memoirs of thofe times ; and 
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accordingly we find their Accounts fo con- 
fusd and contradictory, that No-body but a 
Man of De Bezrley’s Judgment would pre- 
tend to draw Demonitrations from ’em. [| 
hear the Famous Mr Dodmell (who furpafles 
Dr Bentley in Learning as much as he does 
in Candour and Modeity ) is now printing 
fome Lectures at Oxford, in which he fhews, 
how very obfcure and uncertain the Hifto- 
ries of thofe Ages are; and that fromthe 
Concurrence of thofe Rude Accounts he 
meets with, he has made it probable that 
Pkalaris muft be brought much lower that 
even St Hierome places him. This perhaps 
would cut off moft of the Drs Arguments 
at one Blow: but for want of this affiftance, 
I muff encounter ’em fingly ; and be content 
to wander with him thro’ thofe Woods and 
Mazes in which he often lofes both Himfelf 
and his Reader. Butbefore1 follow him in- 
to this Dark Scene, I will confider a little 
the Tendency of this way of arguing in Ge- 
neral.. He would prove that Phalaris could 
not poffibly be the Author of thefe Letters, 
becaufe fome Places are mention’d there un- 
der fuch Names, as he thinks were given ’em 
fince the Age of Phalaris.. Does he know 
Whofe this fort of Proof is, and to what 
ill Purpofes it has been employ’d ? it is famous 
for being made ufe of by Spinofa,and others, to 


_tuine the Authority of Azojfes’s Writings ; 


which they would prove not to be His. (juft 
as our Chronologer here does) from Places 
being mentiond in ’em, more Modern than 
He. Ought the Dr in a Doubting Age to 
haye employ’d fuch an Argument, without 
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¢ .e utmoft Caution and Guard? Ought he 
to have propos’d it fo Generally and Crude- 
ly, without informing his Reader, how far 
it held, and where it fail’d ? what Excepti- 
ons were necellary to be made toit, and | 
of what Solutions it was capable ? Is he fo | 
Eager to prove Phalaris Spurious, that he i 
cares not whether the Authority of the Sa- , 
cred Writings fink with him? But {hope 
he does not think there’s any more Weight 
in Spinofas, than I think there isin His Ar- 
guments. One of the Anfwers I have heard 
given upon this occafion is, that thefe Names 
were changed fince Afo/es writ, to make his 
Hiftory more intelligible to thofe, to whom 
the ancient Names of thefe Townsand Coun- 
tries were nolonger known. And this Plea 
therefore I might fairly lay hold of for Pha- 
larvis, if there were any need of it; and pre- 
fume that the Copyers of thefe Letters might 
alter fome of the Old Names to fuch as were 
of more known and familiar Ufe in their 
Time. But I have no occafion to {ay this, 
till Dr Bewtley has clearly prov’d fome of 
the Names of Cities mention’d there to be | 
later than Phalaris ; which, I think, withall ) ml 
his little Skill in puzzling Accounts, he has 
not been able to do, 
For Methods fake, he begins at the Laft 
Epiftle ; from whence he cites thefe. words; 
“YBadio 4 buries, and fays, the Sophift was care- 
ful to mention fuch Cittes (he means, People) as I 
he knew were in Sicily (a). Which is un- (a)P. 15. i 
luckily faid juft in this Place, becaufe the fp 
Sophift Gfhe be one) happens to mentiona | 
People that were not in Sicily; for in all 
| | the 


Dr Bentley’s Differtation upon the 


yl the Copies of Phalaris *tis “Taador, Indeed f 
| guefs'd it fhould be “Yaz, and am there- 
ae fore oblig’d not to bear hard upon him for 
| making ufe of my Conjecture. Granting It 
| therefore to be ‘réazt, whether any of the 
Sicilian Bybla’s be here meant is dubious, and 
therefore he fays nothing to it: but when he 
comes to Phintia, which every-body owns to 
be in Sicily, he brings abundance of netdlefs 
Authorities to prove ’tis there, One of 
i i thefe, Diodorus, fays, that Phiatia was built 
| by Phintias of Agrigent, loag enough after the 
a Time of Phalaris; upon which Dr Bentley 
i i begins to triumph a little too haftily ; ima- 
; gining , he has certainly prov’d this to be 
the Phintia mention’d by the Mock-Phalarts. 

Whereas he ought to have confider’d, that 

Diodorus, in the very place he cites, fays, that 

; the Phintia built by Phintias was a Maritime 
a _ * obaSe- Town*® : but there’s another Phintia, which 


ytd both Ptolemy (b), and Pliny (c) tell us is a 
Enews. "Mediterranean Town. Now if Phalaris?s 
| ‘) Nat. Friends fhould be as Pofitive as Dr Bewtley 
Hitt). 3. fometimes is with lefS reafon, that ’tis the 
ce Be Mediterranean Phintia that’s mention’d in this 
Epiftle, how would he difprove em? This 

has certainly as good a Title to be there as 

his Maritime Phintia has; nay, according to. 

his way of arguing in the next Paragraph 

| from the Company that Towns keep, the 
an cafe is evident inits favour; for Hybla, which 
bal it is here joyn’d with, is Mediterranean. 
| Perhaps the Dr will bravely fland to what 
he has here inconfiderately faid, that all thefe 

Authors mean the fame place : if fo, (which 

Tam far from Granting ) why may not Dio- 

dorus 
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dorus be miftaken as much in the Date of this 
Town, as two Good Witnefles prove him to 
be in the Sitvation of it? unlefs this Phintia |< 
be fuch another Place as Agrigent, aSea-port x 
Town in the middle of Sicily *. * Diflert. 
From Phintia the Dr marches on victori-*>* 
oufly to Alef2; where he finds Stefichorus in : 
danger of being /vapt +, in his intended Jour- + Ibid. | 
ney from thence to Aimera. And here agen ?: 16- | 
he appeals to Diodorus, whether there was . 
any fuch place as Alef in the Days of Phala- 
ris. Diodorus gives him a lefs fatisfaétory an- | 
{wer than he did in the Cafe of Phintia ; and i) 
tells him, that there was indeed’ one Alfa } 
built by Archonidesin the 94th Olymp. (which, 
according to the Dr’s Arithmetick, is above 
420; another man would have faid, above 
149 Years after the laft Period of Phalaris ) 
but that there were feveral other Alefa’s in 
Sicily ; and therefore Archonides gave this Ci- 
ty the Appellation of Archonidinm. So that 
we are at liberty to chufe any other of thofe 
Alefa’s fer Phalaris, unlefs Dr Bentky by his 
Arbitrary Power can confine us to Archoni- | 
dium. We {ays he can, and by this Stratagem : > F 
Alefais here joyn'd with Aimera and Alunti- - 
um; and the Ale/a of Archonides is upon the | 
fame Coaft with thefe Two Cities; therefore 
Ms evident. from the Situation that this Alefa of 
Archonides is meant in the Epiftles. A Surpri- 
zing Argument! and I verily believe his 
Own ! if he be not too unreafonably fond | 
of it, I defire to borrow it for One Moment, 
to prove juft the contrary to what He has 
provid; that this Alzfa is nor upou the fame 
Coaft with Aluntium. Tully fays; Halefini, 
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Catanenfes, Panormitani,&c, and agen, Hate- 
fini, Catanenfes, Tyndaritan, &c. * > Tis Evi- 
dent therefore that A/e/zis upon the fame 
Coaft with Catana; that is upon the Coaft 
directly oppofite to Aluntium. could con- 
found all the Geographers in the World with 
this Argument, but muft detain it no longer ; 
IT return it to the Dr with Thanks, and with 


-a Promife never to ufe it again. If any-body 


be of fo flow a Fudgment, as not to be affected 
with the evidence of this proof, the Dr,who 
is a man that guards againft al poffible Cavils 
and Exceptions, has another ready to fupport 
it ; which plainly fhews, that the Alefa of Ar- 
chonides muf? be meant in the Epiftles, becaufe 
there was no other Town of that name in the days 
of the Sophift +-. The Queftionis, whether 
thefe Epiftles could be written by Phalaris? 
No, fays Dr Bentley; becaufe the Alsfa of 
Archonides is mention’d there. But how does 
itappear, that, among the feveral A/e/a’s in 
Sicily, this of Archonides muft needs be meant 
there? That, fays he, is plain; becaufe 
there was no other Town of that name in ‘the days 
ofthe Sophift : i.e. \fa Sophift writ thefe Let- 
ters, he muft needs mean the 4le/z of Archo- 
nides, becaufe there was no other then ftand- 
ing, But the Dr forgets that heis difpu- 
ting witha ftrange fort of People who won’t 
allow that a Sophift writ thefe Letters: and 
if he could prove that a Sophift writ ’em, 
they would ftill deny his Confequence: for 
might not a Sophift mention a Town he had 
read of, tho” ’twas not ftanding in his time ? 
if he might not, “twill follow, thata Sophift 
could not write thefe Epiftles, where we 
find 
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firid the names of A/typalea, Himera,Zancle,&c. 
‘Towns out of Date long before the days of 

the Sophift. It has beenthe Dr’s fortune in 

this Section, to ufe fuch perverfe argaments, 

as will fooner ferve to any, purpofe than to 

what h@applies’em. Inftead of proving the 

Epiftles Spurious, he has prov’d ’em Genuine; 

inftead of fetling the true place of one City, 

he has unfetled all the Geography that ever 

was writ. 

However he is not difcourag’d with this ill 

Succefs at Alefa, but proceeds to give Battle 

to the Zancleans, upon the ftrength of an old 

faying and a true, maad wird Te matux (a), (4) Differ. 
Phalaris in the 85th Epiftle {ays, Taveomevatas? se 

% Larynaaies 1s TEAD veyixuxe, and infcribes the 

21ft Epiftle Meatwior 5 upon which Dr Benr- 

fey makes this Remark + Here we have mention 

made of Zancleans and Meflenians, as if Zancle 

and Meflana were two different Towns (6): and (6) Ibid. 
agen, the Zancleans, by the reckoning of Paula- ?- >4 
nias, had been an obfolete forgotten Word 100 

Years before the date of thefe pretended Epi- 
files (c). Ifthe Author had mention’d Zan- (2) Differ. 
cle and Meffana too, Dr Bextley might have? +7- 
{aid with fome Grounds that he miftook ’em 

for two different Towns: but to fay, he did fo, 

from his mentioning the Zancleans and Afefa- 

mans, is aConfequence too nearly related to 

fome we have lately parted with. For from 

the Meffanians taking Zancle, and calling it 

after their own Name, does it follow , that \F 
there were no Zancleans left in the World ? 
Were thefe poor people annihilated upon the ; 
Lofs of their City? A man lefs rafh in pro- | 
nouncing their Name forgorsen and obfoleee | 
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might have Sufpected, and a man better ac< 

quainted with Hiftory might have Known; 

that they continued many Ages in a Difting: 

Body; and under the fame Name.  Puanfa- 

(2) Eliac zias (a), where he obferves, that during the 
ee 12Co A 

p. 346. Meffenians abfence from Peloponnefe, but. Two 

of their Nation won the Prize atthe Olym- 

picks, adds, that the Sicilians fay thefe were 

not Meflenians, . but defcended 

“ONS SmsaOnu ry rive fromthe old Zancleans *, This 

F apyatov Leynradiov,# implies,, that the Zancleans 

Measbutes gaat were not {wallow’d up by 

the Adeffenians, but kept their 

Families unmix’d with their new Conque- 

rors. And this appears more clearly from 

f Lib. t1- Diodorus, who tells us -, that in.the 7oth 

Olympiad the Zzzcleans . recovered their City 

out of thefe Strangers hands, that, had pof- 

fefs’d it fo many Vears., Nay, fo far were 

the Aancleans from being obfeete 100 Years 

before Phalaris, that we are fure they pre- 

ferv’d themfelves in a Separate Body even 

*1.3.c. 8. fill * Pliny’s time, who exprefly diftinguifhes 

’em from the Adef[anians;, and tells us, Adeffa- 

‘oe na Was aFree City, but the Zaxecleans were 

pene Tributaries |. Thefe Teftimonies will fuffie 

Romano. ciently jultifie Phalaris for mentioning the 

rum qui ancleans , and if we can bring him off as 

Mamerti- well for mentioning the Adeffanians, that in- 

nivocat- excufable Ignorance inthis matter, which Dr 

oe a Bentley prefles fo hard wpon the Sophift, 

ditionis Mult lie at his’ own Door, till he can remove. 

Zanclei it. But this, the Dr fays, Thucydides mil 

not fuffer, who relates that, at the time of Xerxes’s 

Expedition , Anaxilaus King of Rhegium Ce- 

\ . fieg’d Zancle, and took it 3 aud.call a it Aioeee. 

\ k bite 
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Thucydides * fays indeed that Anaxilaus beat * 


out the Samians from Zancle, and cali’d it 
Meffana ; but fixes the time of this a@ion no 
otherwife than only by faying, ’twas zoe long 
after the Samians, flying from the Medes, poffe/sd 
it. Dr Bentley calls this Xerxes’s Expedition ; 
as if the A/edes had never made an Incurfion, 
upon Greece till the time of Xerxes. Idon’t 
know how he will excufe himfelf for mifre- 
prefenting that excellent Author, but only 
by pleading that he has dealt as freely with 
others. For, after the Words laft quoted 
from Thucydides, he adds; the fame Jays He- 


¥°7 


Valen eae 
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rodotus ; whereas what Herodotus -} fays, 18 £1. 2 


fo far from being the fame, that it contra- 
dicts both the Story which Thucydides him- 
{elf tells, and that which Dr Bentley makes 
for him. For Herodotus fays, not that Avaxilans 
expell'd the Samians from Zancle, but that he 
aflifted ’em to take it; not that this was 
done at the time of Xerxes’s Expedition, but 
in the Reign of Darius: A Common Reader 
would be furpriz’d to hear him profefs, im- 
mediately after thefe Two fair Citations, 


that he Joves to deal ingenuoufly (a): but I be- ¢ 


a) Diller 


gin now to underftand his Figurative Ex-?- 25 


preffions ; when he offers an argument, that 
has no Confequence, or Meaning in it, then 
his Phrafe is, ’¢s Evsdent ; When he has tran- 
icrib’d two or three Pages together from 
another man, then hecrys out 2 Difcove 
and when he would put a falfe Colour up- 
on any-thing, then he doves to deal jngenuoufly. 
But to deala little more ingenuoufly than 
He does, I will give his Authorities all the 


force 


ry oy 
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force that they will bear, tho’ not all that 
he lays upon em; and then confider how 
far the Pofitive Teftimony of Paufanias may 
prevail againft em, That Azaxtlaus changd 
the Name of Zancle into Meffana is agreed 
between Dr Bentley and Me; the only quefti- 
on is about the Date of this Change. Thi- 
cydides fixes upon no date: Diodorus places 
the Death of One Azaxilaus in the 76th 
Olympiad ; but does not fay, this was the _4- 
naxilaus that nam’d Meffana. Herodotus 5 in 
the place, cited, fays nothing about the 
Change of the Names, but tells a Story of 
the Samians feizing, Zancle, a little after AG- 
letus was taken ; that is, about the yoth O- 
lympiad : and allthe Ground we have, from 
this Paflage of Herodetus, to conclude the 
Change of the Name Zancle into Mlcffana to 
have happened after this time, is, his calling 
the City Zancle, and not Meffana, throughout 
this Story: whichI think; proves nothing 
more; than that the Old Name was not yet 
fo utterly abolifh’d , but that it was calld 
indifferently either Zancle or Meffana till : 
and this I take to be the moft Natural In- 
terpretation of another Paf- 
fage in Herodotus \*, (which I 
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Srna cig Suxeriln’ vba uf 
Saptov Xs TeX HaToLENe 
os maw Ladyralw, rho es 
Mealidln ut Barsd Tevopc® 

L. 7. §. 164: 


fhall produce in Terms becaufe 
Dr Bentley has not ) where, 
having occafion to mention 
Zancle, after the Samians had 
poffefs’d it, he calls it Zaucle 
{till; only letting us know, 


that it had alfoa New Name, 4effana. So 
that hitherto we have had no direct and pofi- 
tive Teftimony about the Time of Zanecle’s 


changing, 
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changing its Name. Panfanias is theonly Au- 
thor, that {peaks fully up to the point ; and i 
He exprefly affirms this to have happen’d i in if 
the 29th Olympiad, and teils the Story with Hi 
a great deal of Solemnity and Circum- i, 
{tance. He fays, the Flight of thofe Meffe- \ 
wians [who nam’d Meffana} was after the ta- it 
king of Jra by t the Lacedamonians , in the | 
28th Olympiad , when Chioxis the es antan I 
carried the Prize the fre time (a): that, (4) P.259, b 
upon their Flight, dvaxilavs Prince of Rhe. 
Gil, who had War with the Zancleans, in- 
vited ’em to joyn with him ; that they ‘did 
fo, and together with his Forces took Zan- 
cles and had it given ’em to inhabit; and q 
new nam’d it Adeffana, in the 29th Olyn rpiad 3 
when the fame Chionis won the Prize the Seo, bY Bi6s 
cond time (b). That this Avaxilaxs was the \7" es 
Great Grandfon of Alcidamidas, who fled ” 
with his Family from A/effene to Rhe sium, af- 
ter the taking of Ithome, and the Death of 
Ariftodemus oF which happen d Che tells us oe P.260. 
in another place ae the firft Year aft ie r4th * 2 § 
Olympiad, that ts about T hreefcore Tea -s bee 
fore ; fo that all the little particulars: is Pau- | 
Mahar s whole Story are adjufted with the ut- Qe 
moft exactnefs : He fpeaks home to the point; y. 
fo, asto leave no poflible room for inter tpret- 
ing his Words to any other Senfe ; and we 
have as much reafon to depend Dj pon him in 
This, as in Any Ara of Chronology what- 
ever "that he has laid down thro ughout his i 
Writings. And that Paxfanias, who gives us 
this account, was not unacquainte d with what 
K Hetes 
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Herodotus had faid, appears 
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Eliac. p. 340. this cannot be thought an 

Error of his, owing to his 
want of Memory, or fufficient Light ; but 
his fix’d and fettled Judgment after the 
Matter had been by him throughly confi- 
der’'d: And doubtlefs, when he laid down 
this Account fo peremptorily and with fo 
much Exaétnefs, he had fuch Authorities in 
his View, as he judg’d fufficient to bear him 
out in it; and to be more than a Coun- 
terpoife to the Teftimony of Herodotus ; 
which he rejects, not only as to the. Age of 
Anaxilaus, but as to the Circumftances of his 
Life alfo; giving us a very different relation 
of them. The moft Eminent Chronologers, 
and Men beit vers’d in thefe things, (having 
never feen that whole Tenor of Hiftory confirn’d 
by fo many Synchroni{ms and Concurrences,which, 
I fuppofe, Dr Bentley keeps by him in re- 
ferve ) fallin with this account of Panfanias. 
Ubbe Emmius follows it, in his Hiftory of An- 
cient Greece (a2), Lydiat,in his Notes on the 
Chronicon Marmoreum ; Fofeph Scaliger, in his 
Animadverfions upon Fufebius (b); and in his 

“Avaneaon "Oauumiad wy ae So 


+ it was compos d by Sca- does Petavius too (c), who ne- 


oer bron lel€. 0 many Lear- 1 ; 
liger LES ¢ I, tho Many lea ver aerees with Scaliger when 


ned Men have guoted tt fince, 
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he can helpit; and Azeurfius 


(c} Rate Temp. par. 1. (d),who has a diftin¢ Chapter 


pe 38. 
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on this Subje@. To fum up 


- Atte de 223* ourEvidence then; againft an 


Indire& and Dubious Proof, 
built 
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built chiefly on a Difputable Paffage in Hero- 
dotus, we have the exprefs, and full, and 
undoubted Authority of P aufanius ; and the 
Opinions of Vhbo Emmius, Lydiat, Scaliger, 
Petavins, and Meurfivs, to counterpoife Dr 
Bentley's: and if thefe arenot Enough to do 
it, 1 promife the Dr to throw half a dozen 
More into the Scale, the next time he andI 
talk together. 


took an occafion of giving us this large and 
ingenuous account of Zancle and Adeffana, the 
T auromenites were mention’d with the Zzr- 
Cleans; LTavesuereiren, n, Ladynreiss es TAD pevbunes } 
upon which I expected, that, when he had 
difpatch’d the Zancleans, he would have fallen 
upon the Tauromenites: but to fhew his Aver- 
fion to any thing that looks like Order or 
Method, he poftpones ’em, to intermix fome 
Proofs of a different Nature. Ihave already 
excus’d my felf from following him in his 
Rambles, and fhall confider Tauromenium here 
in its proper place. The only Authority he 
has brought to prove Tawromenium fo nam’d 
fince the time of Phalaris, is that of Diodorus, 
which I mention’d in my Preface; and own’d 
to be a clear Proof againft Phalaris, if it 
might be rely’don. But Diodorus is in two 
Stories, which, as Dr Bentley (after his way 
of citing Anthors) has put’em together, look 
plaufibly enough ; but as Diodorus himfelf 
tells ’em, are utterly inconfiftent. In his 
14th Book he fays, that tome Sicilians plan- 
ted themfelves upon Tasrws, and from their 
Settlement there calPd the place they built, 
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In the fame Epiftle, from whence Dr Beztley 
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Tanromeninm: In the 16thBook, he fays, that 
about 40 Years-after this, Azdr ‘omachins plan- 
ted fome of the Old Naxians upon Taurus 5 

and from his long ftay there call’d the place 
where he planted ‘em, Tauromenium. Thus 
Diodorus plainly gives us Two different ac- 
counts of the Time when the Place was 
nand , either of which, I confefs, would 
ferve Dr Bentley's purpofe : but fince they 
contradict one another, neither of them is to 
be depended on. If Dr Bentley pleads, that 
they do not contradi@ one -another, becaufe 
the Place might be twice call’d fo, for One 
and the fame Reafon ; why will not the Same 
Reafon equally ‘hold for its being call’d fo, 
long before Phalaris liy’?d ? Doubtlefs the 
Sicilians had often before his time reforted to 
the Strong Holds of that Mountain. Nay, 
Thucydides exprefly tells us (a), that there 
“ ere of old People that inhabited the Hil- 
ly parts about Vaxos: and ’tis not improba- 
ble, that Thefe might be call’d Taupemeveiza 
before they were form’d into any Politick 
Body ; and afterwards, when they were col- 
leéted together, and a City was built (tho? 
we don't know when that was) that City 
might be call’d Tzuromenium. “Tis obferva- 
ble that Phalaris, tho’ he has very often oc- 
cafion to mention thefe People, yet never 
names any fuch Town as Tauromenium 3 ne- 
vercalls °em Citizens, nor vfes any fuch Ex- 
preffion as implies, th iey belong’d to any City. 
‘This could fcarce have happend. if a Sophift 
lad writ thefe Letters -' but “tis no wonder 
that Phalaris fhould write fo : ; becaufe there 
might be Tauromenites, as there wasa River 
Tanro- 
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Tauromenius (if Vibius Sequefter be to be cre- 1 
dited, who fays the Town had its name from | 
-thence) before there was a Turomenium, So 
that Dr Bearley would have no reafon to tri- : | 
umph over the Defenders of Phalaris, if he 
could prove Tauromeninum of a Later Date; : 
much lefs, fince he cannot prove it, ought | 
he fo infultingly to call upon ’em, Where 
ave thofe that cry up Phalaris for the fosrid 
Author of thefe Letters, who was burnt in i 
his Own Bull above 150 Years before Tauro- i 
menium was ever thought of (a)? E’re I an- (a) Differ, 
{wer this Queftion, | defire to ask Him one :?> 3% 
Where does he find that Phalaris was burnt 

in his Bull? Does this Great Hiftorian take 

up with the Trifling Auther of the Verfes 

upon Jos ; when fo many Grave Writers 

have given us a different account of Phg- 

lariss Death ? In another place indeed he 

cites Heraclides tor this Story ; but, as Ihave 

already obferv'd, falfly. However, Phalaris’s 

being burnt in bis Bull before. Tauromenium 

was thought on, was fo refrefhing a Quibble, 

that he would rather venture upon Falfe 
Hiltory, than lofe ir. The Witticifm i 
fomething remote, as it ftands here’; | 
when he is at leifure to put this Differ. 
tation into Latin, “twill receive a Great Ad- 
Vantage. 
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H ‘Was not to be hop’d, that thefe Ob- 
{cure Points concerning the Building 
ana Peopling Ancient Towns fhould be 

fo far cleard and fettl’d, as to make em a- 
mount to a Plain and Direct Proof: againft 
the Epifties : However it. was a piece of 
Learning not unworthy of a Scholars Pains: 
and by aSkilful Hand might have been made 
ufeful to fome Other purpofe. I would not 
therefore be thoughtto difparage Dr Bentley 
for enquiring into this matter, tho’ he has 
happen’d to leave it more obfcure than he 
found it ; His Attempt was Commendable, 
whatever his Succefs has been : but Now, 
methinks, he ftoops very low ; from the 
Rife and e4ra’s of Cities, to the Chronol- 


gy of Old Saysngs and Proverbs. This would 


make a much more fuitable Appendix toa 
Vocabulary, than to an Hiftory of Ancient and 
Modern Learning. Tis fo dry and fruitlefs, 
and fo little to the Purpofe, that I'am al- 
moit tempted to break my promife, and 
leave this part of his Diflertation unexa- 
min’d.’ While Men of Different Times have 
a Like Frame of Soul, and meet. with Like 
Accidents of Life, z.e. while they have the 
fame Faculties, and the fame Occafions of 
thinking, what Wonder isit, that they fhould 
happen upon the fame Refleétion ? or that 
Authors, who write the fame Language, 
and upon the fame Subje@, fhould put the 
fame Two Words together ? Yet this is 
what aitonifhes Dr Bentley ; he cannot be- 
lieve, that there fhould be fo ftrange a 
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Fumping of Good Wits, without fome filching *: * Diller. 
and therefore concludes, thefe Letters muit +3 
be writ, not by Phalaris himfelf, but by a Se- 
cretary (a) of his; whois not fo Dutiful as (4) Ibid. 
a Secretary fhould hein attending his Matter,” 3 
for he comes a Thoufand Years after him 

The Dr takes this Secretary tripping (6) in (4) Ibid. 
his ufe of the Proverb alrvcs Stxunv, of which 27° 
the Dr can prove Crefus to, be the Author 5 
becaufe , when he fent a Meffzge to the Lam- 
pfaceni , that if they did mot fee Miltiades 
free, be would extirpate "em airvos =patoy, tHe men 
of Lampfacus underftood mot the meaning of that 
Expreffion 3 The Phrafe, he fays, puzald the 
whole City (c): What ifit did? muft an Ex- @) ta. 
preffion needs be New and Unheard of, be- 
caufe the Mayor and Aldermen of Lamp/acus, 
and perhaps the Recorder too, did not ap- 
prehend it? But how does he prove, i 
puzztd the WHOLE City? plainly! be- 
caufe One of the Eldeft Citizens hit upon’r, and 
told the meaning of it. This is very Nice 
Reafoning : but-he goes en to refine upon it; 
and fufpeéts that Herodotus himfelf was the 
firft Broacher of thar Expreffion : for (ays he) 
thofe firft Hiftorians made every-bodies Speeches 
for em. Therefore Heredstns made this 
which is no Speech, but only a Adffage 
However, let Herodotus have worded this 
Meflage; does the fame Herodotus tell us, 
that the Lampfacenes were puzzid with an Ex- 
preffion invented by Herodotus? Were the 
Men of Lampfacus in Cre/us’s time ata Lofs 
to underftanda Phrafe, that was not thought 
of, till Herodorwsan Hundred Years afterwards 
K 4 coin’é 
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coin’d it ? ?Tis wonderful to Me. how fuch 
3 


a Piece of Reafoning as thiscould ever ‘enter 
into’-an Head that has Brains in it! All 
the Dr has to countenance it, is the Title 
of a Loft Chapter in Gellins s from whence 
he takes occafion to guefs at what’s Loft 
there, and to give usa wrong Tranflation 
of what’s Left : stl: whichin Herodotus’s 
Greek is éxxerd(a, he renders Lop'd, inftead 
of Cut down: Now, that a Pine-tree pe- 
rifhes by Lopping, 1s; 1 believe, News to the 
Naturalifts. I could not avoid taking notice 
of this little Miftake becaufe he repeats it 
over and over again ; and endeavours, in his 
awkward ‘way, to fqueeze Mirth out of it. 
Gellius indeed, re membring a Paflage in Hero- 
dotus, where it was affirm’d, that the Pine 
was the only Tree; which would not fhoot 
out after it was cut down, might fay, Oxed 
parvum were dixcerit He crouphaiie &c. becaufe he 
did not nicely examin upon what Occafion 
this was: brought in by Herodotus, or what 
was faid in. oe he mightin a Quota- 
on fay well enough, was faid by him: but 
to tell us the Story of the Lampfacenes being at 
a Lofs to underftand the Meflage of Creejiss, 
and yet to think this Expreflion firft broaclrd 
by: Herodorvis, is fuch an Inftance of Ofcita- 


119¢i0n (a), as I could not eafily imagine, that 


even Our Differtator could be guilty " He 
tells us of Dre eaming Pedants Sy with the er FE lbows 
on their Desks but furely the Man cee writ 
this muft have been - faft aff eep; or elfe his - 
Imagination could never. have rambled at this 


rate. If. Aferodotus is to be believ'd, Crefis 
a 
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us’'d this Expreffion ; if he is not to be be- 
liev’d, why is he brought to prove any thing? 
Herodotus is fo far from aflerting that Crafus 
was the Author of this Proverbial Saying,that 
from this very Story we may gather, that he 
was not the Author of it: For when he fent 
aMeflage tothe Lampfacenes, which he, ex- 
pected fhould immediately be obey’d, would 
he put it into fuch a Phrafe as they were not 
likely to apprehend? It ftands to reafon, 
that he thought the Expreflion Common 
enough ; or elfe he would not have usd it 
on thisoccafion. Al] that we certainly learn 
from Herodotus is, that this Saying muft be as 
Old, at lealt, as Crefus; from whence one 
would be apt to conclude it to be probably 
as Old as Phalaris, who is plac’d but very few 
Years above him. 

When the Dr’s head ran upon Old Say- 
ings, how came Wihil eft dictum quod non aictums 
orins , to efcape him ? This One, well ap- 
ply’d, would have done him more fervice 
than all the Greek, Latin, and Englifh Pro- 
verbs with which he embellifhes his Difler- 
cation; it would have fhew'd him, how vain 
it is to pretend to trace the Originals of 


Words and Phrafes ; and that even the e4ira’s 


of Cities may be fix’d much fooner than 
They. However the Dr launches {till out 
«nto further Difcoveries of this kind, he has 
met with a Sentence of Moral ®, aby& teyx onse: 
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which zotable Saying, he te'ls us, had not Pha-?* 33° 


laris’ modeftly hinted that Otbers had faid it be- 
fore him, we might have taken for his Own. He 
fzems here to blame Phalaris for being modeft, 
and for hinting that he borrow’d this Ex- 

| preflion 
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preffion from orhers, when he might as well 
have put it upon us for his own: the Dr I 
believe will never be blam’d upon either of 
thefe accounts. But would he really have ta- 
ken this Saying for Phalaris’s Own, if there 
had been no hint of his borrowing it ? and 
yet when Phalaris fays, ’tis Older than him- 
felf, will he take it to be Younger ? He 
reckons up feveral Authors that pretend to 
it, Democritas, Simonides , and the Lacedemo- 
mans 5 and decides in favour of Democritus, 
for a very good reafon; becaufe otherwife 
it would be of no ufeto him in the prefent 
Debate. But I am fo far from yielding it up 
to Democritus, that I fay Democritus lays no 
claim to it. Plutarch fay, Adyos 2pye oxih xD 
Auuoxgizey , Perhaps he had met with this in 
fome Paflage in Democritusss Works: but it 
will not follow from hence, that Democritus 
was the Author of it. Many > Proverbial 
Gnome, in all Languages, are to be met 
with in the Dr’s Differtation ; but No body 
will atlow this Way of Arguing from ’em: 
Either thefe Guome are Dr Bentley’s own, or 
elfe he is a Sorry Pla tary. Laertius, the other 
Witnefs produc’d for Democritus, is as far 
from making Democritus the Author of this 
Sentence, as Plutarch is. ‘In his Life of De- 
mocritus we find, Térs 870, Aby@ boyu connie 


(2) Life of Butin another place he tells us (2), Solonus’d 


to fay, Aoyev aD waov ts) F éeyev : SO that Demo- 
critus, according to Laertius’s account, and 
Dr Bentley’s Reafoning, mutt ftill have filch’d 
this Saying. And from the Variety of Opini- 
ons concerniag the Original of it, I have 
more reafon to fuppofe it older than Phala- 
VIS, 
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ris, than Dr Bentley has to prefume it Later. 
Here are Four Authors that have an Equal 
Pretence to it; and if it be given to any of 
the Four, except Democritus, Phalaris might if 
have us’dit after’em: but I rather think that 
none of’em have any Title to it. It is notan 
Obfervation of fo deep a Reach, but that it | 
might have been hit upon a hundred times, 
by Men nowifer than Dr Bentley, or my felf, 
before the Pens of Phalaris or Democritus made 
it famous. | eb 
Dr Bentley. goes,on detecting Phalaris’s , 

Thefts; but for Ornaments fake, the Phrafe 
is varied. He finds him in the next Para 
graph, filching a Moral Sentence * ; in the Laft, * Differt. 
it was a Sentence of Moral: which is the Only # 35: 
Change of Style, that I have obferv’d in 
Dr Bentley’s Diflertation for the better ; and 
therefore ] ought to give him the Praife of 
it. The Moral Sentence is this, Ovnrds 38 
OVTaL aSdverroy opylo srvew, Os gaol ries & aesstne 
which is ftollen, he fays, from an Jambic Verfe 
cited in Ariffotle’s Rhetorick, ’ASeévarov goplu> pai 
quaans Onrds dye But why might not this 
Jambic Verfe be as well ftollen from Phalaris ? 
or why might not both the Poet and the 
Prince be equally beholden to a Moral Sen- 
tence more ancient than either of them ? 
Were there no Moral Sentences before the 
Days of Phalaris? Or, fuppofing the Letter- 
writer had this Iambic Verfe in his Eye, how 
does it appear, that this Verfe was not Older 
than Phalavis? Ariftorle, who cites it withouta 
Name, leaves us in the dark, as to the Time of 
it. And how will the Dr’s Conjeéturing Facul. 
ty help him out here ? will he pretend by rhe 

| Thread 
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ti | Thread and Colour of its Style to jadge to what 
Century itbelongs? Ay, but it is 2 Proverbial 
ad Gnome, he fays, andtherefore PROBABLY 
| i borrow ’d fron the Stage, and CONSE OVENT- 
Bi | LY muft be later than Phalaris, let it belong to 
Bl (c) Dif. what Poet You pleafe, Tragic or Comic (a). Why 


& 35* — more probably borrow’d from the Stage, than 
f from Archilochus’slambicks ? the Fragments 
of which are full of thofe Wife Sayings, 

which Dr Bentley calls . Proverbial Gnome 

| and which donot, I think, look a whit the 
i i Wifer, for having that Hard Name given 
iil ‘em. But fhould I grant him his Probably, yet 
i his Confequently 1 can never allow ; becaufe I 

A am very well fatished, that there were both 
Tragic and Comic Poets before the Days of 

Phalaris. {fhall talk with the Dr. about the 

Age of Tragedy in another Article; here | 

| fhall confider Comedy only. The Chronicon 
Se ii Marmoreum informs us, that it was brought 
into Athens by Sufavion 3 or 

_*AbOTEN AOHNAIS rather, that a * Stage for the 
KOMOAIA TIPOTON E- aGing of Comedies was by 
SE@OH EN = ANEZI, &cs hi firft Bed 3 Seed 
Ep. 40. ép capi’ i. ce. in Mm firlt erected in Athens : 
Scend Tabulatae the Date is indeed worn out 
of the Marble ; but it muft 

be before the Tyranny of Pififtratus, with 

which the next Epoch begins: and the Ty- 

(by Difter. TaNny of Pififtratus Dr Bentley OWNS (b) to 
#41 have been fomething before that of Phalaris. 
Thofe Learned Men, who have taken pains 

to illuftrate this Chronicle, have by the Con- 
currence of Orher Hiftories plainly fhown, 

that the time of Sx/ario muft fall between the 

6ioth and 589th Year before Chrift. Take 

fairly the Middle of this account ; and it falls 
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out before the Reign of Phalaris. Mr Selden 
indeed, and fome others, would have Swufario 
the fame with Sannyrio, which would bring ! 
him down to 4riffophanes’s time ; but the Ex- i 
cellent Bifhop Pearfon, in his Vindicie Igna- | 
_tiane (a), has prov’d beyond all Controverfie, (2) p. =, i 
that Sufario is a diftin& Poet from Sannyrio, 10, 11. i, 
and older by abover4o Years. But Comedy | 
was yet Older than Sx/ario himfelf ; for it 
was Older than the Word by which it was 
cal’d in Sufario’s time, and had the fame 
Common Name with Tragedy, long before _ 
the Divifion of Dramatic Poetry into thofe i 
Twodiftiné Branches was form’d ; as I fhall 
prove from #zheneus, and Others, hereafter, 
in my Enquiry into the Origin of Tragedy. 
Sufario was only the Improver of Comedy,asI 
fhall.fhew The/pis to have been of Tragedy: He 
polifh’d it firft perhaps, and gave it fomething 
of aRegular Caft ; which was handle enough 
for Diomedes Grammaticus (b), the Scholiaft on (4) L. :. 
Ariftophanes (c), and Clemens Alescandrinus (a), (¢) In Pre 
to attribute the Invention of ittohim. But Be ecu a 
that he was not the Inventor of it, the Mar-; >” 
ble it felf does more than intimate; when 
it fays only of him, that he firft ere@eda ae 
Stage in Athens, to act Comedies upon. - In- 
deed the Cities were beholden to the Villages 
for the Ufe of both Tragedy and Comedy; 
as we learn from Arvifforle (c): In the Coun- (e) Poet 
try they began, and continu’d fome time :- 
rude and unform’d, till the City took ’em 
out of the Peafants hands, and polifhd’em. i 
Allowing then Dr Bertley all his unreafona- | 
ble Demands : that Phalarishad a regard to 
the lambick Verfe cited by 4rifforle, and that 
That 
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That Verfe belong’d to the Stage ? yet we fee, 
it might belong to the Stage, and be more an- 
cient than Phalaris. 

Our Critic himfelf feems but ill fatisfied 
with this Proof, (a Thing which rarely hap- 
pens to him!) andtherefore cafts about for 
Another ; and will find this Saying fome- 
where elfe. I fee the Charge of, Theft be- 
gins to clear up ; we fhall eafily Quafh an In- 
dictment, that is thus laid in Two. Places. 
Well! but who is this Second Author, that 
Phalaris has purloin’'d ? why, Euripides, in 
his Philottetes. And, fays Dr Bentley *, from 
Ariftophanes the famozs Grammarian (who 
(after Ariftotle, Callimachus, and Others) writ 
the Adutxantat, a Work (were it nowextant) moft 
ufeful to Ancient Hiftory) we know, that this 
very Fable Philoctetes was written Olymp. 84 ; 
which is CXX Years after the Tyrant’s deftruétion. 
Was ever Scholiaft urg’d to clear a more Knot- 
ty Point ? or urg’d more Knottily ? He might 
as well from the Chronicon Adarmoreum, com- 
par’d with Langbain'sFafti have undertaken to 
prove, that The/pis was before Dryden. Euris 
pides’s his Words are, 


"ance 4} Oynriv 1% 70 on’ HW Fou, 
"Oure @egrinet und? Tha tipple Exe 
“ASaverdy ——— 

Now (fays the Dr) to him that compares 
thefe with the Words of the Epiftle, *twill' be 
EVIDENT, that the Author had this very Paf- 
fage before his Pen: there istxev and wearin + 
wot only a Samenefs of Senfe, but even of Words, 
and thofe not neceffary to the Sentence: which 
could not fak out by Accident. All that is Evi- 
sent 
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dent, I think Is, that there is a Samenefs of i 
Reafoning runs throughout the Dr’s whole i 
Differtation: let Phalaris thift for himfelf; ] 
am refolyd not to anfwer this Argument. 
Inftead on’t, I fhall be bold to make an Ob- 
jection to the Dr, which | defire him to an- 
{wer; and that is, whether it were proper Mi 
and prudent in him, to accufe Phalaris of a i 
Theft, by a Pair of Quotations pillag’d from 
my poor Notes on this Epiftle ? and whether, | 
among his other Proverbial Guome, he fhould \ 

not have confider’d That about the Old Woman Lg 
in the Oven ? i 


Hitherto Phalaris has {tollen difcreetly, and 
borrow’d Expreflions proper for him to ufe; 
but now, it feems, he fteals without Decency 
or Diftinction, out of Calimachus, and Fin- 
dar. For we find Two Words clofe together 
mm Him, that are found as near one another 
ineach of thofe Authors. Phalaris has ér/pe 
Saipovs, Pindar has Swyrcw e7p@-, and Callimachus 
atie@ Jaiuey : the Dr is ina Quandary here to 
determine, which of thefe Phalaris made bold 
with 5 Pindar be fhowld be inclin'd to guef:, but 
that he is more inclin’d to guefs ’tis Cahima- b— 
chus. Indeed Callimachus, Dorizing in this r 
point, is One Letter farther off from him 
than Pindar: but then agen in Another place, 
which has nothing to do with This place, 
Callimacoushas Two Other Words exactly the 
fame. So that between Pindar and Callima- 
chus, and Callimachus and Pindar, the Dr is, 
as Iobferv’d, ina Great Ouandary. To re- 
lieve him in this Streight, I take leave to 
give him my Opinion, that Phalaris might 
rob 
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rob neither: for I can fee nothing fo Extra- 

ordinary in thefe Words, but that a much lefs 

Man than Phalaris might have hit upon ’em. 

The Dr fancies, he fees ¢ Quaintnefs fomething 

Poetical in the Expreffion ; a Man, that dealt 

lefs Tenderly with Him than I, would beapt | 

to fanfie, he faw a Quaintnefs fomething Pe- 

dantical inthe Obfervation. Which of the 

Words is Poetical , ¢7¢e@ or Sai eo 2 ETEE9S 

has no other Senfe here}, 

_ t Phalaris’s Wotds are, than it has whereever ‘tis us’d 

av eumxivmav xiv dvrés in any Profe Author : for the 

pA ies we Juul Py may refine upon it, as he 

nares tdey unToy wTUKEY . : 2 ° 

Dear Epe ta pleafes; it fignifies here net- 

ther more nor lefs than 4n0- 

ther; tho? being oppos’d to cuTvy sv, this 

Other Fortune muft, by conftruction, be un- 

derftood to mean Jl Fortune. Is Saipey then 

Poetical ? “tis taken here for. wi 4 in what 

Author almoft is it not taken fo ? I could be 

very Learned here in my Citations, and, if I 

follow’d Great Examples, *twould be a pro- 

per occafion, for there’s no Need of ’em: 

I will only in the Margin point out to the 

Dr a Place or two from Dionyfius Halicarnaf- 

(2) oh dv Ses (4) and eA#ftbines, and put him in mind 

adVeeaui £ Of thofe words of Exftathius, Tov usowy 0&4" xe 

Hespeay F Pzpov, GH Tus G cpipeemas evo ce ACES w@pos 
gouTHs — Lvyoray dyadty F xy UN Toretu rica, Kee 


Jai cove. 
~ a ¢ 9 v { id : 
omealiy’ PeI72. — PeawTins ke Kews Saul prover UATOAVESILEVMe Po 1806 


——— Ty Scat rover, thus Uw rho ULGLALOALIE, TH aySparw 
euadzam. In Ctefiph. p. 94- Ed. Ox. 


‘ / 
Tully, in his Third Philippic, has thefe Two 
Expreffions, Fatum extremum Reipublice, and 


Magna Vis eft, magnum Numen unum & idem 
fen 
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fentientis Senatus. Fatuva extremum, and Numen 
here have, in my Judgment, fomething more 
of the Air of Poetry in ’em, than: Ne rep » Sal wavs 
and accordingly we find the firft of em once, 
and the Laft “often usd in that Senfe by Virs 
gil. But I fuppofe No- body will be fo wild 
as to inferr any thing from thence to the dif- 
advantage of that Philippic. The fame is to 
be faid for the Words *Oazxyov gue in the 
122d Epiftle, which with great Sagacity he 
finds in Calimachus. The Latin of that Greek, 
Invenere Tormentum\s in Horace: will he rej jee 
at Random any Profe writer, in whom I can 
find thefe Two Words together: ? if he will, 
Pll engage, at a venture, to find’em. But till 
I know his Mind, I defire to be excus’d from 
the Trouble : for, begging the Dr’s pardon, I 
take Index- wher, after Words and Phrafes, 
to be, next Avagrams and Acroftick-,the lo weft 
Diverfion a Man can betake himfelt to. 

Astrifling as thefe Two Criticifmsare » Ye t 
Dr Bentley is fo fond of ’em, that, to make 
"em immortal, he has. lately reprinted ’ em, 
with his Fragments of Calimachus. ’?Tis the on- 
ly part of his Differtation, which, notwith- 
ftanding his Threatnings, he has yet thought 
fit to put into Latin ; and, if I guefs right,’tis 
the only part that he ever will. 


TT E. Laft Sort of Proof the Dr has em- 
ploy'd to fhew the Epiftles Younger than 
Phalaris, is the ule of fome Terms, or Words of 
Art, which were invented se ays, after Ph; alari’s 


time : : he inftances in thefe Three, Thericlean (2) 


Cups (4), Philofophy (b), and Tragedy Cay. 
L 
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In the zoth Epiftle, among other things 
with whichPhalari prefents his Phyfician, men- 
tion is made of Ten Couple of the Cups of Theri- 
cles, whom our Critic thinks he can prove to 
be a Corinthian Porter, that livd anCXX Years 
after Phalaris. Before he provesit, I beg leave 
to interpofe a Guef, about the true Reading of 
this Paflage; which, if accepted, may fave both 
Him and Us the trouble of his Learned Argu- 
ment. The Text of Phalaris,as it{tands now, 
is, Kal Tlorup.wy Onperactiov Cevyn exe 5 what if it 
fhould heretofore have been Mozuptov 9 “Heguactov 
&c? ’Tis a very inconfiderable Alteration, 
and yet it falves all: for that there was fuch a 
Cup,nam’d from Hercules, and therefore Old 
enough for Phalaris to ule, Athenans, and Tully 
will inform us; the firft of which, in his Ca- 
talogue of Cups, mentions the “Hpdxaemy asa di- 


(a) P.469. fting fort, in one place (4), and oxve@- iiper acon 


* Vide Cafaub. Anim. 


muds in another *: and the 
Latter reckons up Two Hee 


+ Dicitur habere eum per- raclean Cups + among the 
bona Toreumata; in his pocu- Wealth of Verres, which he 
ja duo quedam queferaclea had amafs'd together out of 
nominantur. Act. 6. in Verr. Sicily : the very place where 


the Scene of thefe Letters lay. 

This {mall Alteration, which I take the Li- 
berty to fuggelt, might eafily creep into the 
Old MSS,that were in Capitals,without any di- 
{tinction of Words : There the OriginalRead- 
ing might have been POTHPION FH) AKAEION; 
and afterwards, bya flight Change of an A 
into an J, it might be corrupted into what it 
is Now by fome Tranfcriber, whofe Head was 
full of the Thericlean Cup, and who liv’d when 
the Heraclean Cup was difus'd and ae as 

n 


Reece 
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And this is not the Only Inftance we have of 

One of thefe Names being miftaken for the 

Other ; the Archon in the 61 ft Olympiad, whofe 

Name in Diony fins Halicarnaf- One anak 

Jeus (a) is “Heexaiis, in Diodo- ch ehicll On ee 

° 5) ~ “GY EMMNESS 9 UT ch 

rus (b) is call’'d Onpwais: and Di daa: K i 
fuch a Change, [ hope, might — (4 ”AeyavJos *AS#yna Oy: i 
happen in thefe Epittles,ashas. texaéus xP rl Ec Oauucr. A 
certainly happen’d in One of Excerpt. € Diodoro, p.2.41. 
thofe Authors. Nay, Salma- (c} Plin. Exerc. ps 735 
fous (€) will not allow the Pre- ta vulgé legitur, Jed vix mi- ‘j 
fent Reading of Heraclea Pocu- ie aan quin legendum ow 
fa,in the Oration againft Yer. ©" OS1€ i 
ves 5 but, likea true Critic, withoutany Autho- 
rity,fubftitutes Thericlea,in the room of it; and 

fays, it maft be receiv’d as an wadoubtedaltera- 

tion: not remembring, I fuppofe, Then, that 
Athenaus had {aid any thing of a Cup nam’d 

from Hercules, tho” but Two Pages afterwards 

he quotes the very Place in him where’tis men. 

tion’d. A Candid Reader then,that confiders 
whatado there is made about the Onpieaa® wae 

in Philologers, and how rarely the ‘Aedxaeuvis 
mention’d, will perhaps think this Conjecture 

of mine not Improbable, and grant me the be- 

nefit of it. But Dr Bexeley, | believe, will enter 

his Proteft: I remember a Saying of his, with 
relation to a Word in Tully, which Quintilian 

read otherwife than He would have had him: 

But I, lays he, would not believe Ego vers Ciceronem ‘tts 
Cicero to have {aid fo, tho’ Ci: feripfiffe ne Civeroni quidem 
cero himfelf fhould affirmit: and — iph affirmanti crediderim Bp. 

defpairing thereforetogetthis #4 Mill. in fin, Malal. p. 8c. 

Poor Guefs of mine to pafs with him, I muft 

een take the Term asJ find it in Phalaris, and 

fee how far it affedts our prefent Argument. . _ 

Liz To 
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To fix the Age of Thericles,from whom thefe 
Cups are prefum’d to have their Name,theDr 


B | cites Arhenew: One Witnels indeed,but as GOOD 
| Nal *Diflert. as a Multitude,he fays,in a matter of thisnature™ 5 


ia p19 he might as well, | think, have faid as A/any - 

fil for why fhould One Witrefs be as Good asa 

: Multitude in Cafes of this Nature? in Other 

Cafes,I am fure, it isnot: He may attaint Pha- 

lavis indeed upon a Single Evidence,but he can 

never in the common Courfe of Juftice convict 

him, and yet the Dr promis’d us to give him 

P19. 4 Fair and Impartial Tryal }. If now there are 
feveral material Circumftances that difparage 

is this One Witnefs’s leltimony ; ifhe liy’d ata 
| great diftance from the Time he writes of; if 
he {peaks by Reportand Hearfay only without 
vouching any Authority; if he expreffes him- 
felf fo, that we have room to doubt whether 
we know his mind, or, fhould we know his 
a mind, yet if he contradicts himfelfimmediate- 
ly afterward: I fay, if thefe things appear 

- againft him,then this Ove Wiene/sis fo far from 
being as good as a Aéultitude, that he is as good 
asnone. And I believe That will appear to 

be the Cafe, after I have examin’d him. 
Had Arheneus given us an account of the Au- 
thor of an Invention in his Own Time,or alittle 
(a) Sepe before him,we could eafily havecredjed him up. 
Athena on his Word: but when he fpeaks of an Inven- 
) Peeru’ , tion of 6oo Years ftanding,and pretends nicely 
_e eon fag. vo fix theDate of it,without reling us from what 
| rum Excer- Author he drew his Account, we may beallow?d 
prorum f- to fufpeét his Exaétnefs, His Miftakes, where 
ead he depends upon his Afemory,or even upon his 
fontes ipfos Common-place-book (a), without confulting the 
adit, multis locts probatum nobis fatis fupérque. Anim. p. 377. 

very 
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very Authors themfelves, are frequently taken 
notice of by his Learned Editor; and he could 
not miftake in a point that lefs deferv’d to be 
remempber'd than this, Had he known,himéelf, 
from what Author he drew this account, he 
would without fail have told us; for he treads 
not a fingle ftep without an Authority, if he 
can have one: and we may therefore conclude, 
that he had none; and thatthe only reafon, 
which determin’d him to fix the Age of Theri- 
cles about Ariffophane:’s time was, that he had 
not fet down in his Adverfaria, nor did at pre- 
fent call to mind a mention of the Thericlean 
Cup in any Writer more ancient than He. For 
obiervable it is, that among the Several Quo- 
tations in which he abounds on this head there 
is none that runs higher than the Age of that 
Poet. One there is, and but One, brought from 
a Loft Play of his, Philowides, where the Theri- 
clean Cup is mention’d at large; but not a word 
faid, by which we can make any Guefs at the 
Age of Thericles. Our Critic indeed is of opi- 
nion, that ix all probability Athenzus had this In- 
dicatios (about the Age of Thericles] from Some 
Play of Ariftophanes now Lof? where that Corin- 


thian was mention’d as oue then a'ive (a). Butin (2) Differ. 
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all probability, Arbeneus had not this Indicati- p- 19- 


on from any fuch paflage; becaufe Then, in all 
Probability,he would have been fo Communi- 
cative as to have let his Readers have it too, 
Had 4rijfophanes nam’d Ther icles. as Living, in 
any of his Plays, and had this been Arhenexss 
reafon for making ‘em Cotemporary, is itcre- 
dible, that among fo many other Pailages he 
produces, relating to Thericles, he would have 
omitted This, that was worth all the reft, and 

L 3 fet- 
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fettl’d that very point of Chronology paft di- 
fpute, which he was then laying down ¢ efpe- 
cially, fince he had not overloaded us on this 
Hea d. with 4riftophanes’s Verfes ;, having cited 
him but Once; whereas Alexis, a Writer of 
much lefs Chara@er,i is produc “d four times to It, 
within the compafs of twenty Citations 2 
Could he be fo Lavifh, where there was no 
need of it? and fo fparing where the very 
Strefs of the Point lay ? I haveno great Opi- 
nion either of Arhenaus’s Judgment or Exact- 
nefs, (and when I fay fo, i fpeak but the 
Words of Cafavbon (a) ; how- 

_ (2) Bjus Ego quidem Dr ever, I cannot think him Inju- 

ligentiam af nonnullis, Judi- dicious and Carelefs to fuch a 

cium in muitis YEquirOs 
Animadv. p.375- Wegree as this: and therefore 

I conclude, that he brought 

no Quotation of this kind out of 473 ift ophanes, 
becaufe he had none to bring. 

Indeed, as he quotes } No- body for this ac- 
count of the Age of Thericles, fo he fpeaks of 
it himfelf with diftruft. Dr "Bentley, "tis true, 
in his Tranflation, has put him into thePofitive 
Style , and made him roundly affirm, that the 
Cup WAS invented by Thericles, a Corinthiad 
Potter, in Ariftophanes’s time: but Arheneus ex- 
preffes himfelt with greater Referve. His 

* edlasneudCae St akyed | ' Words are *, Ove Thericles, 
rid wdrina Tabris Ope 4 Corinthian Porter [mbo liv "d 
watts § KopivBaos HEE MEDS » igh the Time of Ariftophanes 
YEyovas ois xPovors xate she Comedian | IS S_AID, or IS 
© Apirogesm: Ps 470: REPORTED to have made this 

Sort of Cup: and FA MA EST a Corinthio 
EF. igulo Thericle faétos, fays the Honeft LatinT ran- 
flator. Which manner of fpeaking is the more 
to be obferv’d, hecaufe it appears from feve- 
ral 


Epiftles of Phalaris, Examin’d. 


ral Paflagesin him, before and after this, that 
He himfelf was not fatisfied of the Truth of 
this Report: for he immediately gives us fome 


other accounts ofthe Original of the Word *, * P. 471. 


without the leaft Intimation which he pre- 
ferrs I allow, that thefe Derivations are 
forc'd ones, and to be given up: for thatthe 
Name of the Cup came from the Name of a 
Man, is not to be doubted, Ithink ; at leaft, 
it was not to be doubted, till Dr Bentley at- 
tempted to prove it. Let us ftep out of our 
way fo far as to hear his Extraordinary Ar- 
gument. Does not Common Analogy fhew, fays 
he, that as from “Hearts comes “Heanacios, and 
as from Sop on.ans COMES Zopor Aes 3 fo from Onctxans 


(not only may, but) ALUST come Onptxacis TP? +P. ate 


Wonderful ! Who would have thought that 
{uch Certain Conclufions could be built on 
the Rules of Analogy? or that there was fo 
near an Affinity between Logic and Gram- 
mar? Let us try it in another Inftance: as 
from ’Amaaiis Comes ’Az#aacis, fo from Saas the 
Philofpher muff come bdacws Virens: Here is 
the fame Analogy, and yet the Inference 
from it is ftark naught. Fhe Dr then was 
too rafh in afflerting, that @upixacos m/f come 
from Onpmass, by the Rule of Analogy : it 
does come from it, I grant ; but does and muft 
are very different Things. The Englifh 
Rhime goes a Truer and Surer way to 
work 3; | 
As from Goofe comes Goflin, 

So from Sir Pof. comes Sir Poflin. 


L4 


191 


152 


OPA, CRAM 


Dr Bentley's Differtation upon the 


But to return to our Serious and Weighty 
point; Atheneus, | fay, propofes fome other 
Derivations of Oniixacws befides. that from 
Oneiai¢, and tho’ Dr Sentley and | are pretty 
well agreed, that they are frivolous ones, yet 
it des not appear any way, that Ae under- 
valu’d ‘em ; or determin’d which had the 
better claim to Onpixacos, They, or Thericles, 
which is.a Sign, I think, that He himfelf was 
not fully fatishied in the matter. And ano- 
ther Shrewd Sign it is, that but a few Lines 
before this famous Paflage, he cites a Frag- 
ment from a Play of Alexis, where, as hein- 


(4) Kat pnnote “Aac&re 
(fays he )Onerxreiw wera roy 
“Hegkaca zivoyla 3.and does 
nat Alexis introduce Hercu- 
les drinking out of 4 Theri- 
clean Cup? Inthe Paflage 
fron Alexis , as it now 
ftands in Athen ans,Thericles 
is not mention’d : but ’tis 
plain Arheneusthought,from 
fome Expreffions in it, that 
this Cup might be intended; 
or elfe he would not have 


terprets it (a), Hercules is 
brought in, drinking out of 
a Thericlean Cup: and this he 
does without taxing the Ab- 
furdity of the Poet; which 
he could hardly have omit- 
ted todo, if he had believ’d 
the Invention. no Older than 
Ariftophanes: for, at this rate, 
the bringing Flercules, and a 
Thericlean (up upon the. Stage 


ask’d a Queftion about it. 


together, would have been as 
ridiculous, as if one of Our 
Dramatic Poets fhould reprefent William the 
Conqueror drinking in Dwights Ware. Alexis, 
one would think, could not haye committed 
fuch an Abfurdity, who liv’d but Threefcore 
Years after Ariftophanes 5 at leaft Atheneus 
could not have pafs’d it by uncenfur’d, if that 
Report about the Age of the Thericlean Cup had 
ituck with him. : | ae 


Yona * as Oe 
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leave the Merits of the Caufe to be decided by 
clearer Veftimonies. : 


And now what becomes of the Pompous 
Chara@ter with which Dr Bevtley introduces 
this Single Evidence ? Qze indeed, but as good 
4s a Multitude! 1 agree with the Dr, if he i 
means a Multitudé-of fuch Suborn’d Witnef- ' 
fes as he has brought to blaft the Credit of 
Phalaris ; One good Honeft Downright Wit- 
ne{s were worth ’em all: but Such, J think, 
J have prov’d Arhenaus not to be in the Pre- 
fent. Debate. However, if after what has 
been offer’d: the Reader fhould ftill be in- 
clined to believe this one Hearfay Witnefs, 
1 defire him to remember, that his Evidence 
lies within a Narrow Compafs, and that he 
affects but One Epiltle : Sothat fhould That, 
where the Thericlean Cup is mention’d, prove 
Spurious, yet the other 147 may, to our 
Comfort, be Genuine ftill. And this Confi- 
deration I hope the Reader has carried along 
with him ‘thro? all the Particulan.Proofs, that 
they touch only thofe Farticular Epiftles from 
whencethey are taken, but do not affect the 
whole Body of em ; for a Paflage, or Part ofa 
Book may be Spurious, and yet the Bookit felf 
notbe Spurious : efpecially when it is a Col- 
lection of Pieces, that have no Dependance 
upon one another, as Epiftles, Epigrams, Fa- 
bies; the firft Number of which may have 
been encreas’d by the Wantonnefs, or Va- 
nity of Imitators in after-times, and yet 
the Book be Authentic inthe main, and an 
Original fill. 


There 


Dr Bentley’s Differtation upoa the 


wy Ae There are fome Other Important Contro- 
Br verfies which Dr sextiey has occafionally han- 
A) i dled in this Paragraph; as whether Therieles 
P| Wasa Tider, Or a Potter *? 
Bi | “Dil. p. 18.Ths great Point whether Buds and Cows may 
f was farted, folemnly argu'd, We properly call’d @ipes, as 
& and determin'd by Sxlmafius, _ ee ae 
| im his Exeveitations ; and well as Lyons and Tygers me 
from thence Dr B. has taken But thefe things making nete- 
every word he bas faiduponir: ther for, nor again{t our Ar- 
| tho’ at the fame time befays pument, 1 am not at leifure 
Wi  ikbemameres ilo co difpace ’em with him, 
S deTbids pe: The Misfortune of itis, that 

| the Great Variety of Read- 
ing which the Dr has produc’d on a very 
Trifling Head, may perhaps mifchief him 

in the opinion of an Intelligent Reader ; 

and make him thought a Man, who, with 
Ill Judgment, employs moft of his Time 
Se a on thofe things that deferve it leaft. To 
take off thofe fufpicions, and to dohis Cha- 

racter right, 1 aflurethe Reader, that he went 

no further for almoft all the Learning he dif- 

4) Hefych. plays on this Article than his Dictionaries,and 


Ps 2 ” ~ , i 
i ee what One of thofe (a) refer'd him to, Ca/au- 
= : aie the G22's Notes on Atheneus. However, fince he was 


| fe 


Notes up- fo much oblig’d to that Great Man, I wu onder 

enit | that Common Gratitude, and Common Senfe 

fhould not hinder him from falling upon Him, 

as he does, at the very time he is tranfcribing 

Pit. him. Cafaubon, ina Paflage of_Arbenaus relating 
i to this Controverfic, was willing to read aw- 
J ovra, inftead of arivopree ; and gaye his Reafon 

for it, that he found it fo in the ancient Epito- 

mizer of Atheneus:to which ourDiffertator, vith 

an Airof Superiority, replys, Oe may be CER- 

TAIN 


4 
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TAIN ’twas a fault ONLY ix that Copy of him 
that Cafaubon w#°d: for Euftathius, WHO 
APPEARS NEVER to have feen the true 
Atheneus, bur only that Epitome, read it in bis 
Book aivd vie, &c. *, Which is faid with an 
‘Equal Degree of Truth, Decency, and Rea- 
fon. For, in the firft place, it is certain that 
Euftathiws had feen, and does fometimes quote 
Atheneus himfelf, tho” he generally goes no fur- 
ther than the Epitome of him: and therefore 
Cafaubon {ays ote of Exftathins, that he did (a) 
OFT EN ufe theEpitome, without 


confulting Athenzus him/elf; and 
that he did NOT SELDOM 
make ufe of the k eading which was 
in the Excerpta, neglecting that 
tm the Text,which was Truer and 
Betrer: And Til teil the Rea- 
der One Reafon among <an 
hundred, why he fhould foon- 


(4) SPE uti Epitome, itt 
tegro Arbenai Codice negle- 
&o-- NON RARO 
fequi lectionem que in Ex- 
cerptis, {pretd ea que in 
Contextu longé interdtim 
melior ac-verior. <Animads 


pe 2 


er in this cafe truft Cafaubon than Dr Beatley ; 
tis, that Cafaubon had the Excerpta of Atheneus 
entire, and could compare ’em therefore with 
Athenews himfelf, and with Euffathinus: where- 
as Dr Bentley will not pretend, | fuppofe, ever 


to have feen the Excerpta; for 
they are unprinted (4) to this 
day : and when therefore he 
pronounces it tobe apparent, 
that Exftathins never faw the 


(h) Alls but-fo much of “em 
as fupplies the Room of what 
me have oft of Athenxus 
himfeif. 


true Atheneus,he talks of a thing that he knows 
nothing of,and:caninall probability know no- 
thing of, but from Cafaubon ; and yct ventures 
to contraditt him. ad | not reafon to make 
the Itch of oppofing Great Names upon very 


if 


{light or no Grounds, a Chief and Diftingni/h- 


ing Mark of Pedantry ? 


But 


+ At the 
End of 
Malala. 
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_ But what if Exfiathius had feen only the 
Epitome of Athexaus ? and His Copy of the 
Epitome had differ’d from Cafaubon’s? does 
it follow, that all the Reft did fo too? This 
is our Critic’s admirable Inference; becaufe 
in Exftathiuss Copy twas aevvdoyre, and not 
anvddyra, therefore one may be certain it was: 
fo in all the Copies, but that which Cafanbon 
usd. Ican eafily bear his Contempt of Me 
and my Knowledge; when I find him oppo- 
fing one of the Greateft Men that ever the 
Commonwealth of Learning produc’d, with- 
out fo much as the Shadow of an argument to 
back him in it. 3 | 

_ The Reader, I hope, will pardon me, if I 
wander a moment or two from my Subject, 
to give him a Like Inftance of the Unreafona- 
ble Freedom Dr Bentley takes in reprehend- 
ing Learned Men, even where there is no 
manner of Ground for it. In his Epiftle to 
Dr AGI +, upon mentioning an Anxapeftic 
Verfe of Grotius, [Prifca domos dedit Indigena- 
he takes occafion to reprove Aim, and with 
Him, ofeph Scaliger, and All the Moderns, that 
have written .in this fort of Verfe, for not 
knowing the True Meafure of it ; which, he 
fays, will never. admit of .a Trochee, or 
a Tribrach in the End of it, but when there is 
fome kind of Stop and Reft there: and for 
this reafon Seneca the Tragoedian, he aflures 
us, has not imploy’d a Trochee in that place 
above once or twice throughout all his Plays, 
and then only when there was a Full Clofe 
of the Senfe: and concludes, that if Scahger, 
Grotius,and the reft had liv’d in Athens, or Old 
Rome, and taken this Liberty in their Plays, 
they 
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they would have been hifs’d off the Stage with 
Infamy for it (2), One would think that Dr 
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Bentley, with all his Stock of 
Self fufficiency. could not have 
allow’d himfelf to ufe fuch in- 
fulting Language towards 
fuch Eminent Men, but when 
he was perfeCtly fure of his 
point: and yet nothing can 
be falfer and fuller of miftake 
than what he has here aflerted. 
It is Ufual among the Greek 
Tragcedians to end their Ana- 
peftic Verfes with a Trochce 


or a Tribrach, even where 


there is No Paufe ; of which 
I will give him feveral Inftan- 
ces out of One Play of e4/chy- 
lus{b): and Seneca is fo far 
from having done this not 
above ouxce or twice, and where 
there was a full Clofe of the 
Senfe, that I believe he has 
done it at leaft forty or fifty 


times, where there is either no Clofe at all] 


or none beyond a Comma.. I fhall give the Dr Wes 
as many Inftances out of Seneca *, as I have e 
done 


—— 


Sere = a anes a corr 


{b). Aa Sas Sar? 35,40) 


Aue Faia gasnila Boxrave V. 122° 
Nuod” aibeeiov xivupp 0 Ta Aas 

By Boots Ont yapra. meucvOe. Ve 156. 
Exe cipD nop euuol ro QiAoTHe 
Smidov—V. 191. 

Tov Se yaarrvols cy mt pivole 

Xetra Cousvoy — V. 565. 


—spouBor De xovly 
> ee 7 
Bjaparugtmmmn/. 10840 


*Trucibus monttris ftetit impofita 
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Nubefq; ipfas. 
Nos Cadmzis Orgia ferre 
Tecum {olite. 


| 
Nec Parrhafia lentior arce 
Seva ceflit \ 


Arma Idea quaffata manu. 


(4) Tribrachys eft Loco A- 
napefti ; quod yitium com- ; 
mune eft Grotio cum fof: Sca- | 
ligero, Flor.Chrifiiano, Aliifa; 
opinor Omnibus qui Sxculo i 
hoc & fuperiore vel Tragce- 
dias Grecas Latiné verte- 
runt, vel ipfi {cripferunt no- itt 
vas: quibus folenne eft Ana- | 
peftos fuos paffim, ubi nulla 
Clautula eft, nec interpun- i} 
cum, Tribrachi, vel Tro- 
chzo, vel Cretico tetminare: 
Ne ifti, fi olim ftanteR eGre- 
ca vel Romana furas Fabulas ' 
edidiflent,Sibilis & yac> pucks if 
é Scena explofi fuiffent p. 26. 
Quin & Seneca Tragicus, vt 
{cias eum de Induftria tem- 
peravifle, femel tantum atque 
iterum Trochzo Anapzxftos 
claufit, 2c nifi finita fenren- 
tia: qui {cilicet Parcemiaco 
Locus efiet, nifi is Scriptor 
nef{cio cur, verfum illum re- 
pudiaffet. bid. 
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eee ed & Spargeret aftra 
Med. V. 334. 


Oet. V. 594. 


Oct. V.128 2% 
-—~ Nunc Corybantes 


ear F 
a. ; 

—_— ee eee <. 3 
a re ee 


160 Dr Bentley’s Differtation upon the 


done out of e4/chylus; and then ask him, 
how he durft oppofe men of Grotius and Sca- 
liger’s CharaGter, with fach groundlefs Afler- 
tions, as it was in every-body’s power to 
difprove, that did but caft their Eye on Se- 
neca, and the Greek Trageedians ¢ 

But to return to our buflinefs —— I have 
now examind, 1 think, all that 1s material 
in Dr Bentleys Objection about the 7 hcriclean 
Cups, as faras the Authority of the Letters is 
concern’d in it: his Exception againft My way 
of Tranflating the Word fhall not be forgot- 
ten in its proper place; when I come to con- 
fider the Faults he has found with my Edition 
and Verfion. 


This has, 1 confefs, been a Long Article, 
but the next will make us amends; for I 
can hardly perfwade my felf to fay any thing 
to it. He finds fault with the Letters for 
making Phalarss, in his Addrefs to Pythagoras, 
call his Do@trine Philofophy, and Him, in ano- 
4 Pifferts ther place, Philofopher* : why ? -becaufe 
p.38. Pythagoras himfelf invented thefe Words ae 
Could Phalaris therefore pay. him a greater 
Compliment, than by ufing’em ? Queen E- 
lizabitiy firft cointd the Word Faminils in 
a Speech of Hers, as‘I remember, to One of 
the Univerfities ; could. that Body have 
fhew’d her an handfomer piece of Refpect, 
than by ufing that very Word to Her after- 
wards as freely, as if it had been of the beft 
Age of Latin ? Pythagoras affetted to be 
call’d Philofopher, and framd >the Term to 
that very End and Purpofe: Would Dr 
Bentley have had Phalaris, when he eweng 
im 
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him an Honour, rob him of the Title he 
was, moft fond of ? He knew better how 
to Pleafe the Man he was to Profit by : 
as little Good Nature as he had left, yet iH 
he had fome Civility, and a great dealof © | 
Senfe ; and; by the help of thefe, efcap’d 
that Abfurd Management, which Dr Beztley, | 
I find, had he been advis'd with, would have 
put him upon. 

But how. came the Fame of fo {mall a Bujine, fs 
Las Pythagoras’s afluming this Name >] to reach 

Phalaris’§ Ear ? He may as well ask, how he 
came to hear his Name w as Pythagoras ? Famé; 
that told him the One, muft “tell him the 
Other too, after once Pythag agoras had fet up 
his Pretenfions. and I defire Dr Bentley to 
prove thatour Letter-writer nam’d him fo be- 
fore: andtill he does That,the ria are fafe 
from any Harm that This {mall Objection can 
do ’em. 

Before I go further, I muft obferve to the 
Reader an Inftance of Dr Bentleys great 
Goodnefs, which deferves to be taken notice 
Orsi) could fhew (fays he) from a whole Crowd 
6f Authors, that Pythagoras firft inventea the 
word : bat I content my felf with Two.. To = 
content himfelf with Two Quotations, when 
he could produce fo Many ; and that upon 
fo. Clear and Manifeft a point, that he need 
not haye produc’d Any, (in which Cafes He 
is ufually moft Liberal of his 1s cs ling) is no 
Common Favour ; and [ ought therefore (as I i 
do) thankfully to own it. Minuten tempts 
me to dropa Queftion or two that I had to i 
ask him here ; as what he means by faying, ! ii 
M that h 


eM ee gee 


o 


ei ther, that he 


a C2 )b1> of 2?ay apat@- @yb- 
| fxs TivBapip as, fays Laer- 
mie tius, wows he sranflates, but 
; di follows prefently , Bartler 
i d's © RGA are S Omit which 
| makes tbe Expreffion aot fo 
improper tn Laertius s Greek, 
as Dr Bentl eys Engl if 
(6) Differt. p. 39. 


There is fill 


of fome Trage 
elfeto b e found; 
of Trace aly It fe 
Argumen tism 


Rate ; for whic 
Laft trouble of 1 
~ the Reader, I 
largely. 


© 
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hi ti that Pythagoras firjt mam'd Philofophy? whe- 


firft nam’d That Philofopy, 


BH which before was call’d Wifdom ? and why, 


if he meant fo, he did not fay 
fo (a)? And what again he 
would be at, when he tells 
us, that Pythagoras invented 
the word fifi? and who it 
was that Invented it Laff? 
Something too I had to fay 
to him about Nurfes talking 
Philofophy (b): But he has 


been very merciful in this Paragraph; and I 
forgive In my Turn. ; 


behind One Exception to the 


Credit of the Epifties, taken from the Names 


iians, there, and no where 
and from the Age and Date 
lf The Section in which this 


auag’d is a fhort one, butvery 
fruitful in | liftakes, and thofe of the Firft 


h reafon, and becaufe it is the 
the kind I am likely to give 
fhall infift upon it fomewhat 


Ariftolochus and Lyfinis, he fays are Two 
* P29. Tragic Poets that No- -body ever heard of * ; and 
in another place, with great Humor, he calls 


Trate dats ~: tho’ methinks 


One of ’em at leaft feems not to be of the 
Race of thofe Little Beings ; one would guefs 
Ariftolocbus, by his Name, to be rather a 
Gyant than a Fairy. But to let that pafs,— 


Is 
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{Is he fure, that Neither of thefe Poets can 
be tracd in Old Writers? what does he 
think of the Numerus Arifto- 
lochius (a) in the Namelefs 


- 
L€ 


(a) In the 


. k Ae oe, 92 ee ee (4 


\ 


= 

CS 

¢ 
wes 


Xt, as tt ftands 


Piece ufually printed with printed Now, ‘tw Archebo- 


Cenforinus ? does it not come 
from Ariffolochus, a Poet, as \2triopas i 
the fame Chapter does from jiois from fn 


} 


Ariftopbhanes ? But becaufe the — pofe) bave it Arifto 


or if the Editors made rhyp 


MSS differ in this paflage, I 
will not infift upon it. 
allow him, for the prefent, 


,VMlembranz 4- 
,Membranz 


lion : upon which Ludovicus 
Carrio has this Note, Vulgo 


4 


me Edt- 


1 7 
taecnwyir 
1iocn 


change without the authority 
Wil eee es. feppiagrcc 
OF Mids, twas veEecauje wey 
knew more of this Ariftolé- 


that No-body ever heard of  chus than I own I do. 


either of thefe Tragoedians 
but in Phalaris ; and 1 will give him a good 
reafon for it: neither their Works, nor their 
Names were worth preferving. Phalaris has 
drawn their Characters in fhort ; the One of 
fem he calls a very foolifh 
Fellow ‘b), and the other a 
Sorry Poet, and an ImpotentAd- 
verfary (c): and the Writings 
of fuch Men can never laft ; 
nor even their Names, but by 
the Help of better Writers: and by the way 
therefore I would advife Dr Zentley not to 
betoo Vain upon his Performances. Bavins 
| and AMaevius had aScornful Verfe beftow’d 
upon ’em by Virgil; and That it felf would 
\ have made ’em Scandaloufly-well known to 
Pofterity, tho’ No one elfe thould ever have 
nam’d ’em. — If Sir /iliam Temple fhould make 
fuch a Slighting Mention of Dr Beztley in 
any of his Future Writings, He too will Live 
M z by 


5 y- A a 
(6) ’Apacsesute Avorye. 


Ep. 97. 
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by that means, and not otherwife. Will the 
Dr expunge out of the Catalogue of Mankind, 
( as his Terrible Words are -) all Poets that 
have the Il] Luck to be mention’d but Once in 
Old Authors? I thonght, asa Critic, and a 
Philologer, he would have had more Regard 
for an a’ mwE azy'utvov. What, at this rate, will 
become of Poor Xenocles and Pythangelus ¢ 
(Two Tragedians, juft of the fame fize 
with our Two Fairy ones ) whom Ariffopha- 
wes once mention’d with contempt, as Phala- 
vis does Thefe ; and Whom (at leaft the 
Firft of °em) Dr Bentley will be hard put 
to’t to find mention’d by any-body befides 
him. But not having confider’d This Piece 
of Hiftory fufficiently, I will not be pofitive 
n it: there is Another, in which I have 
omewhat better Grounds to go upon; °tis 
the inftanceof Chlontkachonthlus. We was no 
Poet indeed, but pretty near akin toone; a 
\.ye-maker by Profeflion, and a famous Mifre- 
prefenter. Perhaps the Dr has never heard 
of him to this day; and perhaps he'll know 
as little of him two or three Years hence, as 
he does now: and yet I aflure him, He's to be 
met within a Celebrated Greek Author, in 
Whom he lies buried, and unknown to many 
of the Great Lights of the Commonwealth of 
Learning, becaufe that Good Author has the 
Misfortune to be put out without a Good 
Index. Now Pll undertake to trace Arijfolo- 
chus, or Lyjfinus,.as foon as Dr Bentley fhall 
Chlonthachontblus : and when he lights upon 
him, he’ll find , that the Author, where he 
is, is confefledly Genuine, notwithitanding he 
men- 
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mentions this unheard-of Monfter of a Man, 
whom no-body ever mention’d fince or be- 
fore him. 

But Dr Bentley has a better Objection than 
the Silence of Authors againft thefe Trage- 
dians; he fays, they could not have a being 
in Phalariss time, becaufe there was then no 
fuch thing as Tragedy it felf : neither the Word 
nor Thing being known, while Phalaris tyran- 
nivd at Agrigentum. But Thefpis was the 
ficft Inventor of it, who aéted his ficft Tragedy 
twelve Years after the Death of Phalaris: and 
- both rhe Name and the Thing were then Cand 


not tillthen ) born together *. In Oppolition * Difert. 
= Pe 90> 


to this, I fhall endeavour to make out thefe 
Three things: firft, that granting The/pis 
to have been the Inventor of Tragedy, yet 
he found it out early enough for Phalaris 
to have the ufe of the Word from him : in 
the next place, that Tragedy was much 
Older than Thefpis, and that He was only 
the Improver, but not the Inventor of It: 
and yet further, that the Word Tragedy was 
more ancient than the Thing, which we now 
underitand by it. I think thefe | hree Points 
to be clear beyond difpute: ifthe Reader, 
after I.have produc’d my Proofs, thinks fo 
too, he will, I fuppofe, have a lefs Opinion 
of Dr Bentley’s Learning and Modelty than 
even he has already, and be fomething 
nearer toward thinking thefe Epiftles Ge- 
huihe, 

Let us fuppofe for the prefent, that The/pis 
was the Inventor, (or as Dr Bentley Emphati- 
cally {peaks ) the firf? Inventor of Tragady 5 

M 3 "LIS 
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(a) Vit. 


Solon. 


(b) In So- 


lone. 


INT 


a ms . A 
2 fF hele: { 
eque Theipis €a Gua 
it 


Cay acd 


OO 


ron igs 
(a) 


( 
rentur tempeftate vixit 5 nam 
Solonis equals fuit. P. 46. 
Soficrates, quoted by 
Diogenes Laertius in Solon. 
Eufebius, in his Chronicos, 
puts it a Year later. 

(e) Diflert. p. 15. 
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tis plain, Phalaris might have the ufe of the 
word from him. That Thefpis was Cotempo- 
rary with Solon,Plutarch (a), and Diogenes Laer- 
tins (b) exprefly affirm ; telling us very parti- 
cularly what pafs’d betweenSolon andT he/pu in 
relation to the Playsof the Latter. And this 
account of Thefpe’s age Our Diflertator him- 
felf, in his Soft Epiftle to 
Dr All (c) allows. Now 
Solon was Archon Olympiad 
XLVI. 3. (d) Phalaris began 
his Reign Ol LYI.3, and end- 
ed it OL. LVU. 3, according 
to the account which Dr 
Beatley (¢) allows. So that 
between the Beginning of So- 
fons and the End of Phalaris’s Government 
there are full 44 Years: Time enough in - 
Confcience, for the Word Tragedy to come 
from Athens to Agrigent! And Eufebins’s Chro- 
nicon allows near as much Room for it, pla- 
cing, the Rife of Trageedy at the 47th Olym- 
piad, a little after Solon’s Archonfhip. But 
to take our account at the very loweft ; let us 
fuppofe that Thefpis’s firft Plays were thofe 
that Solon faw, towards the Latter End of his 
Life : Solon dy’d at the End of the EIlId, or 
the beginning of the L1VthOlympiad,accord- 
ing to the account whichPlutarch efpoufes (f ) ; 
that is, a Year or two after Phalaris took the 
Tyranny upon him. Take Two or Three 
Years before Solon’s death, when The/pis is 
fuppos’d - by this Low account firlt to have 
written ; and from thence to the End of Fha- 
laris’s Reign, there is a f{paceof about 17 
Years, 
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Years, for Phalaris to hear of 7 ‘he [piss Vr: gee. 
dies : for it does not appear, but that thofe 
pec where the Wo 
might have been daiitck at the very End 
of his Tyranny. However, Jet ‘em have 
been written tn the middle, or at the very 
beginning of it, yet ftillthere will be time 
enough for Phalasis to learn this new word 


—< ie mr ait aie 
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as 


in. That Pifijtrates feizd the Government of 


Athens fome Years before Solon's death, Dr 
Bentley, 1 dare fay, will grant me: that he 
was turn’d out in, or rather Betas Ph alaris’ S 
Reign, he will not, | hope, deny me; becaufe 
he has own’d it in Terms, p. 41, of ee Difler ~ 
tation. Allowing then that Sofoz and Thefpis 
were Cotemporary, there can be no doubt, 
whether Phalaris might hear of Tiefpzs° *, Tra- 
goedies. 

All that can ftartle us in the cafe is the 
Authority of the Arundel Marble, ae feems 
to fix the acting of Alceftis, one of Thefpis’s 
Plays about the 6ot hOlympiad. But that all 
the -Zra’s of that Marble are not rigl rely a id- 
jufted, is certain and Learned Men have 

prov’d beyond difpute : and if there be mi- 
ftakes in it, why may not this be one of ’em ? 
when what is faid there is contradiG@ed by 
fach an Univerfal Concurrence of almoft alt 
the Hiftory of thofe times, which we have 
left ? Dr Bentley, 1 am fure, ought not to 
infift on the Authority of t rhe Marble in this 
cafe, becaufe He himfetr has quitted it in an 
Inftance of the like Nature. The Arundeliar 


Marble indeed (fays he) differs from alt thefe in 
the perioas of Gelo and Hiero ; mbich cial 
Mi 4 oii ite 
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fextypie8 <i The Miftake of the Marbie 
may be in putting Thefpirs name inftead of 
Phrynich — his Scholar : and Alceffis, the name 
of the Play, would make one think fo, which 
Suidas expiefly mentions as one of Phryni- 
chus’s , but is no where, that I can find, rec- 
kon’d among The/piss. And fucha Miftake 
might ealily, I fuppofe, arife from the Negli- 
gence of the Graver, who, when he had gone 
as far as de # @tane 6 Momris, might throw his 
Eye upon a Lower Line, where there was an 
account Of Phrynichw’s Age ; and finding the 
Word Tomris there exactly in the fame Si- 
tuation, might think himfelf right, and go 
on with the reftthat follow’d it: whichisa 
Cafe that is known often to have happen’d in 
the Copying of MSS; and may the rather be 
{uppos’d to have happen’d Here, becaufe the 
next e#rain the Marble falls as low as O- 
lympiad 67; before which time it is not to 
be doubted but the Alceftis of Phrynichus (tha 
Phryaickus, who was Thefpis’s Scholar) was 
acted. | ) | 

Bat, without the help of this Conjedture, 
and without laying afide the Authority of the 
Marble ; what is faid there may poffibly be 
true, and yet Plutarch’s and Laertins’s ac- 
counts be true too, and the Epiftles Ge- 
nuine. For fome of The/pis’s Plays might be 
acted in Solon’s time, that is, about the 53d 
Olympiad ; and yet his _A/ceftis be fhown not 
tillabout the 6oth: which being a Play writ- 
ten 
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ten after great Experience, and when he 
was in his Matureft Judgment, might be the 
Belt of his Works, for ought [, or Dr Bezt- 
Jey, can tel], and That by which he carried 
the Prize from his Rivals; and the fitteft i 
therefore to be taken notice of to Pofterity, i 
The Dr indeed fays, it was his Firft; and | i 
fays it in fuch a manner, as if the Marble had : 
faid it before him: but that is only accord- ! 
ing to his Ufual Way of putting Hiftory 

upon us. Allthe Inconvenience that arifes is 
from hence, is, that The/pis muft then be fup- a 
pos’d to have written Plays at the diftance of i) 
at leaft Seven whole Olympiads: and what if i. 
he be ? there was yet a greater diftance be- die 
tween Ariffophanes’s Firft and hisLaft Play ; 
even the Interval of Nine entire Olympiads, 
or 36 Years. And I believe, ’tis much about 
the fame time, fince Mr Dryden wrote his 
Firft Play ; andthe World has lately had a 
very convincing Inftance, that he is not yet 
difabl’d. Should Dr Bently pretend tis im- 
probable, that if Alceftis were Thefpis’s Beft 
Play, it fhould not be mention’d by Suidas ; 
my anfwer is, that I think it isas improba- 
ble, that Swidas fhould not mention it, if it 
were his Fir/?: and therefore I have told him 
my Opinion before, that it was neither his 
Firft, nor Laft; but Phrynichw’s Play erra- 
neoully apply’d to him by the Marble- 
Graver, 


oiten and fo egregioufly out in things of this i 
nature, by the faultinefs of the MSS we now | 
have 
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have of hirs, or the Errors of thofe Authors 
which he at a venture tranfcribes. I con- 


NG fefs, as he ftands now, he feems to bring 
at The/pus fomewhat lower than even the Mar- 
Biv ble may be fuppos’d to do; for he fays, he: 
i Hb flourifh’d ém + apdrus i) E'’Oauumad@-, inthe 6rf{t 


a Olympiad: but ’tis obfervable, that the De- 
Bo cads in this Number are not exprefs’d by a 
ah Word, but a Numeral Letter, which is 
| more liable to alteration ; and as = therefore 

| might eafily creep into the place of a N: the 
Ri reftoring of which would make his account 
TE con{iftent with better Autho- 

| Ct) Ttaque, ut rece monutt rities (a). However that may 

a || Micurhus rt Solone, graviter be, Dr Bentley muft remem- 
a bone 6 ape ber, that He himfelf has pro- 


feribit, Menaz. @uCd (b) this account in hts 


a 
yu 3 
a 
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c 


€omm. in Solon. Letter after Malala, as Con- 
(6) P46, fiftent with Plutarch’s Story, 


| which makes Thefpis contem- 
porary with Sol; and is oblig’d therefore 
to. reconcile the One with the Other, as much 
asl am : and he muft remember too, that Swi- 
das in the fame place tells us, that Thefpis was 
PS the Sixteenth Trageedian from Epigenes Sicyo- 
niw 5 and if he admits This part of his ac- 
count, he'll lofe as much by. it, as he gains by 
the Other. 

For whether The/pzs was as ancient as So- 
fon It matters not much, if Tragedy was yet 
more ancient than He: and that it was fo, 
there are fuch Plain and Pregnant Teftimo- 
nles as are not to be withftood. Pilato’s words 
on this occafion are very remarkable and full, 
Tragedy, fays he, is of ancient Ufage in this 
Country, nor did wt take its Rife from Thefpis 
and 
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and Phrynichus, as Some Imagine (it feems, 
for Dr Bentleys comfort, there were Men 
Ignorant enough, even in Plato’s Time, to 
think fo) but if You confider the thing well, You 
will find, that it 1s extremely | 
ancient (4) : and the Reafon PGR i dt ke i 
of his introducing this Re- 210 sy e)Qddesuxyce os0v9, | 
fleCtion fhews,that he thought 2a) @isaS@ aplauivnr 
it almoftas ancient as Adizos, es” dad Spuvixs: daa a 
1 was aware of this Obje@tion 94acis Evvonjar,  mivy me 
from the Date of {Tragedy, *#°7 7) Mp bi 

f eit ato in Minoc. | a 
when I put out Phalaris, and i" 
thought therefore that I had i 
prevented it by a fhort Note onthe 97th a 
Epiftle, where I referr’d the Reader to this 2 
Paflage in Plato. Dr Bentley, who has made iw 
fo free an ufe of many Hints in my Book, 
againft Phalaris, {hould not in Juttice have 
over-look’d this Note, which made fo ftrong- 
ly for him: but { find he has the Secret of 
feeing nothing in an Author, but what ferves 
to countenance his Own Opinions. 

Plato’s Teftimony needs no Support with 
any man that juftly efteems him; which for 
fear Dr Bentley fhould not, [ will produce 
another Witnefs,whofe Character and Works, ot 
I believe, are better known to him: It is Dio- 
genes Laertins 5 who inthe Life of P/ato has 
thefe Words, ANTIENT LY (ays he) 
the Chorus did alone [uftain the Tragedy, A F- 


* Pa bis 
Poetry. 


Dr Bentley’s Difertation upon the 


eA#chylus, he tells us, added a Second ; and 
Sophocles,a Vhird. Sothat Trageedy, accor- 


ding to his Opinion too, was more ancient 


than The/pis ; and He only an Improver 
of it. | 

Laertius’s account falls in exaly with what 
Arifiotle has {aid on the fame fubje@, as far 
as Aviftotle goes; only it is more particular 
and full. Avifforle *, reckoning up the Gra- 
dual Advances that had been made towards 
the perfection of Tragedy , after its Firft 
Eftablihment, tells us, jaft as Laertivs does, 
that e4/chylus improv’d it mightily, by bring- 
ing aSecond Actor on the Stage, and that 
Sophocles perfected it by the addition of a 
Third. Thefpi2s Invention of a Firft AGor 
is here imply’d alfo, tho’ it be not exprefs'd : 
and indeed it was not to Ari/forle’s purpofe 
to mention it, when he was confidering the 
Improvements of Trageedy, as an Artificial 
Poem, which had a Fable, and an Aion di- 
{tin from that of the Chorus ; that is in- 
deed, as it came out of the Hands of The/pis, 
who inthis refpeét muft be own’d to have 
been the Founder rather than the Improver of 
it. The not confidering thefe Two different 
States and Conditions of Trageedy is what has 
bred great Confufion in the Writings of the 
Criticks, and led Dr Beztley into all his 
Numerous Errors inthis point, If he will 
fuffer himfelf to be taught by fo inconfide- 
rable a Writer as 1am, I will endeavour to 
fet him right, and to give him a clearer Ac- 
count of it. . 


Tra 
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Tragedy at firft was nothing but an Hymn 
to the honour of Bacchus, fung by a Num- 
ber of Peafants, after their Vintage was over, 
whilft the Goat lay bleeding uj-on the Altar. 
The Company that perform’d this Sacred | 
Song, either alternately, or all together, 
as it happen’d , were what in Succeeding 
Times-was call’d the Chorus; 1n which there- 
fore it rmuft be remember’d that the Founda- 
tion of Trageedy was laid. Afterwards the 
Subjet of Tragoedy was much alter’d and va- 
ryd: for the Compofers of thofe Songs toge- 
ther with the Praifes of Bacchus joyn’d the En- 
comiums of Great and Famous Perfons, and Sa- 
tyrical Reproofs + alfo of the Vitious Men,” 
and Manners of their Times. But {till All this 
was perform’d by the Chorus; and (as Laertins 
obferves ) continu’d fo to be till The/pis’s 
time. He, to pleafe the Audience, and re- 
lieve the Chorus’) brought a fingle Actor 
upon the Stage; who, at fit Intervals, came 
out from the Reft, and imitated the AGions 
of fome Wluftrious Perfon, and retird agen, 
when the Chorus had taken breath ; which 
was ftill the moft Confiderable Part of the 
Entertainment. However by this Invention We 

anew Turn was given to Tragedy, the Bufi- E 

nefs of the Chorus was leflen’d, and part of 

it brought into the hands of a fingle Actor, 

and fomething like a Plor, or Fable was intro- 

ducd. e#fchylus improy’d upon this Model, 

and grew {till more upon the } an 

Chorus, by addinga Second * * AAchylus employ'd fome- 

Lay PRBS ee times a Third Affor too, but 

Actor, and diverfifying the  ,pyejy, | 
Fable; and Sophocles at aft | 
compleated the Poem, by the addition of a 
Vhird, 


Tid. 4 


et 
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Third. And by this time the Chorus, which 
was at firft Effential to Tragedy, and did all 
in it, was grown only an Acceflory Orna- 
ment of it; and employ’d to relieve the 
A@ors, in the fame manner that the Actors — 
were at firft found out to relieve That, 
Nay, to fee the fate of things, the Chorus, 
which was anciently the Play it felf, now 
ferv’d chiefly to reprefent the Spectators, and 
to fuggeft fuch Reflections as They, obferving 
what pafs’d upon the Stage,might be fuppos’d 
to make. 

Tragedy being now a thing fo very diffes 
rent from what it was before, and The/p:s ha- 
ving made the firft Step towards this great 
Change, it is no Wonder that he fhould be 
call’d fometimes the Author of it; that is, 
the Author of that Sort of Trageedy, which 
confifted in Imitation, and a Fable, ex- 
clufive to the Neceflity 6f a Chorus , and 
which had now, among the Men of Art, who 
fpake nicely , and reafon’d fubtilly about 
things, almoft engrofs'd the Name. I fay, ex- 
clufive of the Neceflity of a Chorus: for tho’, 
in remembrance of the firft Rife of Tragedy, 
and in compliance with the Ceremonies of 
Religion, the Chorus was ftill retain’d ; yet 
it came in only by the bye as it were, and the 
Aétion, upon which the Play turn’d, was En- 
tire and Perfect without it. 

What was faid of Tragedy then if the 
Second and more Confin’d Senfe of the word, 
Dr Bentley in his great Wifdom and Learning 
took as faid of it at large; and pronounc’d 
at a venture that there was no fuch Thing as 
Trageedy before The/pis’s time, becaufe there 

was 
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was no fuch thing as that Sort of Trageedy 
which The/pis invented: which isas if [ fhould 
fay, the /talians firft found out Opera’s, a Ba- 
{tard Sort of Tragoedy, in thefe Latter Days; 
and therefore the /talians firft found out Tra- 
goedy. There is no difference in the cafe but 
this, that what the Jtalians did was a: Debafe- 
ment of Trageedy, whereas The/pis’s Inventi- 
on was an Improvement of it: but ftill Tra- 
gody it felf was equally before the Improve- 
iment of the One, and the Debafement of the 
other. 

Our Critic was not contented to make but 
One Miftake on this Point ; He has doubled 
it, by urging alfo amiftaken Authority for 
it: for thofe Verfes of Horace, which He, 
out of the Depth of hisReading, produces on 
this occafion, are far from countenancing his 
Rafh ‘Affertions. At firft fight indeed he 
might think they did ; butaSecond Thought 
(and fuch Thoughts,one of his Greek Proverbs 
fays, are the Beft) would have inform’d him, 
that Horace had exprefs’d himfelf with the 
utmoft Caution in this matter; and diftin- 
guifh'd. Critically between that Sort of Tra- 
gady, which was before The/pis’s time, and 
That which The/pis himfelf introducd. 


Tgnotum Tragice Genus inveniffe Camene 
Dicitur, & Planftris vexiffe Poemara Thefpis. 


It was Jgnotum Genus Tragice Camene, an Un- 
known Kind of Tragic Poetry, which The/pis 
found out; and that implys. I think, that 
there was Another Kind of Tragic Poetry in 
ufe before him. And that this is no New 
Jn- 
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Interpretation of the Words, madeto ferve 
a Turn, the Dr may be fatisfied, if *he plea- 
fes to confult the Commentators on the place: 
they are not in Greek indeed, but they fpeak 
as Good Senfe, as if they were; and fome of 
the Beft of *em give this very account of it. _ 

Upon this Bottom we can anfwer for all 
the unwary Expreflions, that may have dropt 
at any time from the Pens of Old Writers, 
in relation to The/pis; particularly for that 
Paffage in Plutarch *, where he reprefents 
Thefpts, and thofe of his time as abprduevor xaveivy 
tld trayodiev. What he means by that Am- 
biguous Phrafe, may be difputed ; whether it 
be not, that They firft gave Life and Motion 
to Tragedy. as they certainly did, by taking 
it infome meafure out of the Hands of the 
Chorus, and making it an Jmitative, or Dra- 
matic Poem: but whatever he means, I think 
I have prov’d, that he could not mean, con- 
fiftently with Hiftory, that there was no fuch 
thing as Tragoedy of any kind before the 
days of Thefpis. I add, that. neither could 
he mean this, and be confiftent with Him- 
felf : for he exprefly tells us im another 
place ‘f, that the Acting of Trageedies was 
One part of the Funeral Solemnities which 
the Athenians perform’d at the Tomb of 
Thefeus. 

The Reader may remember a Refle@ion 
quoted from Velleius Paterculus towards the 
beginning of this Difcourfe, where Alomer is 
reprefented as the Author of Epic Poetry, 
and <Archilochus of Jambicks, or the Epode: 
not that they were either of thenrfo, ftrily 
{peaking ; for Ariftorle feems to fay, that there 
were 
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were many Epic Poems before Héower, tho’ 
they happen’d to be loft; and that Homer's 
Margites was, written, interchangably in.He- 


roic and Iambic Verfe,long before Archilochus. ephaftion 


Paterculus’s meaning was, or fhould have been, 
that they each of ’em brought the feveral 
Sorts of Poetry they practis’d, and which bes 
fore them were rough and unfinifh’d, to fuch 
a degree of perfection, as that they juftly de- 
ferv’d to be call’d the Fathers of ’em. And 
in This Senfe it is that we muft underftand 

thofe. Authors, who make The/pis the Inven- 
ter of Tragtedy ; or allow, that they fpake 
inconfiderately, and. againft the Clear Truth 
of Hiftory. 1 queftion not, but fome Hun- 
dreds of Years hence, Butler will be thought 
the Author of Englifh Burlefque , tho? there 
were many Little things written in that way, 
before His Audibras: but He having fo far 
outftripp'd. thofe that wrote before him, and 
carried that Sort of Verfe up to fuch a pitch 
of Excellence, will probably he efteem’d and 
call’d the Inventer of it ; and his Predeceflors 
not be thought worth mentioning, or remem- 
bring. Rag sits : tah 

By this time I hope the: Reader is fatisfied, 
that T wo of the Three points, which Dr Benr-~ 
ley has advanc’d on this head, are altogether 
miftaken ; that, allowing The/pss to have been. 
the Author of Tragedy , yet he might have 
invented it time enough for Phalaris. to hear 
of it; and that Thef/pis was not the firft, buc 
€tocomply with the Dr’s manner of fpeak- 
ing.) the Second Inventer of it. His | bird 
Affertion is yet more extravagant, and fur-’ 
ther from all Colour of Truth, thaneither of 
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fays this 
exprefly. 
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Wail the former: it will beeafie to confute it, if 
iH we can but underftand it. 
ail *p, 40... Neither was the Name of Tragedy Aayshe *) 


Bi PNR ‘ ys 7 

Bite more ancient than the Thing ~ What does he 
Bi hy mean? ‘Names 1 thought were invented to 
Bil fignifie Things ; and that the Things them- 
il felves therefore muft be before the Names by 


which they are call’d: but he opens himfelf, 
—- as fometimes it happens when an Old Word is 
borrow'd and applyd toa New Notion. Right ! 
it fometimes happens that a Word is Older 
| Be than the Tbiag to which it is apply’d ; but 
eat Names can never be before the Things they 
i belong to. But to forgive him This want of 
elt Exattnefs, among a Thoufand; I agree per- 
fectly with him, that the Word Trageedy was 

not more ancient than theThing ; they were, 

as he fays, born together, or at leait pretty 

near one another: but for that very reafon I 

| inferr, that the Word Trageedy was long be- 
| fore The/pis, becaufe I have prov’d that the 
Thing it {elf was.: and he could not therefore 
favour my pretenfions more, than by allow- 
ing that they were born together. However, 
this Twin-Birth muft be underftood of Tra- 
geedy in its firft Infant State, as it took its 
rife from the Dithyrambicks of Bacchus; for 
the Name of Tragcedy was undoubtedly more 
ancient than the Thing, that is now, or has 
generally been for Two thoufand Years un- 
derftood by it. It cannot reafonably be que- 


chorus round their Altars (from whence 
Regular Tragedy came) were call’d by 
this Name; the Etymology of the word fhews 


t 
that it belong d to ’em ; for whether it be de- 
riv’d 
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tiv’d from Tevyn [ viz rdemia | or from TeV Oo 
Loircus|,joyn’d with oth, as which the Gram- 
marians are divided *) either 
way it very. Hpaturally ¢3 xpre{- 
fes fome of the Great Cir- 
cumitances of that Solemni- 


the Lees of wine, and oda: 
ty: accor ding to _ its Firf{t but the R Reafon L of it fulls in 
Derivation, it points o1 } 
Time of it, which. was upon 
the Gather ing in of their Vint, age AP > accord- + ¢upe6n 


I, > , 
t the with thar of the fi 


9 
ing CO its Second, the Sacrifice It felf. ts the f ar auroy 
Ofer g of which thefe Odes were - rt ; ris TEU" 
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But as to This we are in the Sidtig and 
have only probabili es to guide us; it may 
with more aflurance e faid, that under the 


word Trageedy both Ty rageedy and Comedy 
were at firft comprehended: which double 
Ufe of the Word continu’d alfo, after thefe 


Raa 


Two Sorts of Dramatic Poetry were fuffici- 
ently diftinguifh’d 5 as we may learn from 1 (4 ) des 
Atheneus hk from Ariftophanes s, and his Scho-? oY ol a 
liaft (6), and from Hefychius (c). If This be fo. 2°74 °° 


233 above. 

(2) In his Notes on this Verfe in AXAPNE [S,4.2.5¢.5.Méaag 
ager Tis TRALWS T euyed't a Ly mL {Koop Lod ray” iroi des a) ‘ain 
Agu (Ba. VeWst8T Ger yeov Bwarh due mr, An byTOY Devoworesoy TD cron’, 
Tpu7? y prepa Tas abess And again in his Notes on this Verfe ita 
SOHKES. devi ils sy Veo anss & ueiCorG ij Oar 
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em) x7! gis K wugday, &c. p.476- And inthe 12th Book of 


Arheneus,c.¥2. there is a Fragment Ari, 
prefery’ d rh ere Tpayadds fis mifies a Come 


-- Am a Tez yodop. The fame word T, Me 
properly fo call'd,in this Patlage of Ariffoph ines, a 

B ad ox oro set sa Te Ud y od tay» ( (AX: * Pp} ON. ‘Alte 20S Cand 
ken of Euripid i Befides The » th 
Prolegomena to Ar iftophanes: — ex pray ; 
yediav gan, Jud 73, &c.Prol. ad Arift. ae 
Tey 1) Ten) od lay, ofovel TRULY c Ly TVA uy i oT? Teupn % ea s buel 
Sram douss" Ibid, (¢) Hefycn. in Voce revpoefey 
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Alt) and Comedy was more ancient than Thefpis, 
a ‘2)P.140,as 1 have prov'd before (4) in thefe Papers ; 
Hil, si it is clear that the Word Tragedy was be- 
Bell fore Thefpis too. J will detain the Reader no 
al longer upon fo plain and known a point, and 
Fi which I did not think any man, that had the 
: leaft Skill in thefe matters, would have put 
| me to the trouble of proving. 
| have mention’d once or twice the Early 
Mixture of Satyr and Ridicule that crept into 
this Serious Poem ; it certainly did fo, and 
continu’d very long in it, even after Come- 
dy fet upfor a diftiné fort , and, it is to be 
thought, even to the days of The/pis himfelf , 
if not afterwards. His moveable Stage, a Cart, 
was not probably free from that Scurrility and 
Buffoonery which were fo ufually, utter’d from 
that place, that éfaydler, 
(aYBod's pulled x) pein a 30" and (6) e dyatns tye, —be- 
udloy dame ee duadins — came Proverbial Expreflions 
Demofth.contra Afch-§.37- for Satyr and Jeering. J de-. 
fire this may be obferv’d, be- 
caufe it gives us an eafie and natural account 
of that expreflion in Phalaris Ler tus t payed ac 


~ xedgew) which Dr Bentley has made fuch. hi- 
deous work with: for the meaning of that is 
— i no more than this, that they wrote Lampoons, 


or Satyrical Verfes upon him ; with which 
the Trageedies before and about his time 
(Ihave faid) were ufually twifted. So that 
tho? Phalaris could not be the argument of Traga- 
dy while he liv’d, (as our Critic learnedly ob- 
jects) yet he might be the argument of that 
Sort of Satyr which ufually accompanied Tra- 
geedy: and the Dr may perhaps, before he 
dies, have a convincing Proof, that a Man 
may 
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may be the Subject of fuch Tragcedies, while 
he is Living. 

And now, upon the whole, is not Dr Bent- 
ley a moft Difcreet Writer? who has chofen 

ut fuch an argument to prove Phalaris Spu- 
rious, as his beft Friends would have pitch’d 
upon to prove him Genuine? for zegy@d’a in i\ 
the days of Phalaris took into its fignification 
fomewhat of a Lampoon, or Abufive Copy of 
Verfes, according to the Ufe of it inthe Epi- i 
ftles: but it had nothing of that Sence in the in 
Sophift’s time, let the Dr place him as high as —_ 
he can. i 

I have nothing more to fay to the Dr upon 
any of his Arguments againft the Autho- 
rity of Phalaris; 1 have confider’'d ’em All, 
with great FairnefS, J am fure; and, I fear, 
with more Exactnefs than they will be thought 
to deferve. I will not follow his Pattern fo 
_ far, as to fhut up thefe Reflections by faying, 
that J have hadtoo much Regard to him in giving 
hign the Honour and Patience of fo long an Exa- 
migation * ; the Regard I had was to my Self, + pitters, 
and. to thofe Excellent Perfons, who were in- p. 5s. 
jur’d on my account; and, to do right to | 
Them, averfe as | am toEmployments of this ot 
nature, I could think no Trouble too great, 
no Task too mean. 

If I am capable of judging either of Dr 
Bentky’s Performances, or my Own, the Cafe 
ftands thus between us: Of the Five General 
Arguments he has produc’d, the Four fi ft are 
Evidently againft him ; neither rhe Dialeét, 
nor the Age of the Greek, nor the way of Count- 
ing by Talents, nor the Adatter and Bufine/s of the ; 
Letters, can in the leaft fhock a Confidering | 
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aah Reader; the Only Point that can poffibly 
Ht prejudice him, is that of their Lying hid for a 
weit! Thoufand I Tears : and how far I have taken off 
Bee! the Force of this ObjeGtion the World muft 
Bi judge. 
Dell Among his Particular Proofs, That which re- 
Bn lates to the Towns is fo involv'd in Obfcurity, 
aa | that I muft own tis perfectly clear’d on nei- 
iat ther Side: that Three of em, notwithftanding 
what He ich 1S “hid, may be as Old as Phalaris, 
ei I think | have made out ; and ‘for the Fourth, 
Be T auvomeninm, 1 have fhewn, that the Single 
Hi) Author he depends upon, gives inconfiftent 
Accounts of it: and fhould either of thofe 
; accounts be admitted, f have further fhewn, 
Hh that the Epiftles no where nen eEey imply, 
\ that. there was fuch a Town when They w ere 
written. 
The Proverbs and Expreffions found in Later 
Authors, are fuch Slight and Infignificant Ob- 
jections, that ’tis no piece of Vanity to fay, 
[ have effectually remov’d ’em. 
And as to his Words of Art; the Eirft of 
em, about the Thericlean Cups, has indeed a 
Shew of Proof, but no Proof at the bottom; 
the Next, taken from the Term P bilofopby, 
has not fo much as the Shew of a Proof: and 
the Laft, from Tragedy, is indeed a Proof, and 
a Good One; but it makes directly againft 
pe 
There are then in his Whole Diflertation 
but Three Points, that can be thought to affect 
the Epiftles even by a Carelefs Reader ; That 
of their Lying hid for a Thoyfand Years, that of 
J auromentumy and tha at of Therieles: Of aS 
ENE 


the Two firft he borrow’d from Me (a), with- >. _ 


out acknowledging the Debt, or making the cur dab 


leaft Improvement of Either ’s the Laft he was ten 


probably fo happy as to light upon in turning Pha laris 


a DiGionary : all that Glirter of eee, 5 jure 


‘9 beset fas oS » 


with which he fhines upon this Article, was yz, 


drawn from Honeft He/ychins, one of the g At facile po- 
Storehonfés of his Alphabetical eedine peramt Li 


Viro tam infigni {cripte, © in [uo genere abloluta, ultra mille 
ene | PENItUS [AtCTE ——enemncemem 


udd fi vera TE efert Diodorus Sicul lus, Tauromenium, 4d cjas crves 
hic Au€or {cribit, & conditam fuif fe, 9 eo nomine dunatam j poy - Naxt r16 


g Dio ony 10 joubres dirutam, aum eft de Phalaridis Tituio, S rh 
is mali fuftentata ConjeEuris Authoritas. Pref. Phalat 


‘The only thing in his Piece, that is clearly 
made out, and may feem material, is his Proot 
of Ocellus ay enes being Genuine - but tis 
fuch an one, as proves at thefame time, that 
Phalari is too ‘may be Genuine, and deftroys the 
force of.all he has faid upon ‘the Article of che 
Dialect ; and is fo far from being New and 
his Own, (as he has the Modefty to pretend) 
that tis taken Word for Word out of an Au- 


thor (6) that writ above fifty Yearsago ; the (4) Vie 


Scarcity of whofe Book, and the Probability ee 
of not being trac’d, encourag "A him to fet up 
for a Difcoverer. 

This is aShort and True Account of Dr 
Beatley’s Whole Performance : if he be of Opi- 
nion, that I have undervalu’d any of his 4rgx- 
ments, Lam willing, Weary as | am, totry “em 
upon gue Subje ah ; to propofe em in their 
Natural Light and Force, and fee whether he 
will Pak the Conclufion. 
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a YF Dr Bentley's Diflertations fhould outlive 
aul { fome Centuries, which I am: far from 
Bui thinking they will ; and fhould be read, which 
ai Lam ftill farther from fufpeGing: and fhould 
a the Criticks of fucceeding Ages ftart an im- 
pertinent Difpute, whether ‘they be Genuine 
or not ; 1am of opinion as. Strong and Con- 
cluding Arguments may be brought to prove 
‘em Spurious and falfly afcrib’d to Dr Bentley, 
as any the Dr has us’d to fhew the Letters 
now in Debate to be a Thoufand Years Later 
than Phalaris, They may carry the Dr’s 
Name'in the Front of ’em, asthe Letters do 
that of the Tyrant , but ‘Thofe who examine 
*em clofely, and try ’em by the Rules of Cri- 
ticifm, which the Dr has here eftablift’d, will 
rat éafily Difcover the Impofture. ' For ‘we will 
fuppofe, that after thofe Papers have lain hid 

and neglected for fome Ages, they may un- 

luckily fall into the hands of a Critic, who 

has Leifure and Ill Nature enough to trouble 

Himfelf and the World with a Nice Enquiry, 

whether they ‘are Genuine, or not: I think 

he would, or. might, in-Dr Bentley’s Way 

and Manner,and for the moft part in his very 

Words too, argue againft their being truly 

+ The lines His to whom they are afcrib’'d *. “ The 

shat have &© Sophift, whoever he was, that wrote thefé 

Sopa ** Loofe Diflertationsin the Name and Cha- 

arein Dr * Tactér of ‘Dr Bentley, (give me leave to 

Bentley's “ fay’ this now which I fhall prove by and 

wan Lan- “* by) had not fo bad an Hand at. himoring 

eudge- © and perfonating, but that Some may be- 

«es hi : ‘¢ lieve 
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lieve itis the Librarian himfelf who talks 
fo big ; and may not difcover the Af un- 


* der the Skin of that Lyon (a) in Criticifm 


and Philology. 


ce 
ce 
66 


te 
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“* But I fhall examine Dr 


‘Bentley's Title to thefe Differtations, and 


fhall not go to difpoflef§ him by an Arbi- 
trary Sentence in hisown Dogmatical Way, 
but proceed with him upon a Lawful Evi- 
dence, and a fair Impartial Tryal. And I 
am very much miftaken'in the Nature and 
Force of my Proofs, if ever any man here- 
after, that reads them, perfift in his Opi- 
nion of making Dr Bentley the Author of 
thefe Criticifms (b). is 

*“ Had all other ways fail’d us of detecting 
this Impoftor, yet his very Speech’ had be- 
tray'd him, for it is neither that of a Scho- 
lar, nor an Englifhman ; neither Greek, 
Latin, nor Englifh, but a Medley of all 
Three: He had forgot that the Scene of 
thefe Writings was London, wherethe En- 
glifh Tongue was generally fpoken and 
written; as, befides other Teftimonies i 
the very thing fpeaks it felf in the Re- 
mains of London Authors; as the Gaxetts, 
the Cafes written by Lendon Divines, and 
others. How comes it to pafs then that 
our Dr writes notin Englifh, but ina Lan- 
guage farther remov’d from the true En- 
glifh Idiom than the Doric Greek was from 


the Attic (2)? Why does Dr Bentley, an (c) Ibid. 
‘Englifhman, write a New La 


no Englifhman before ever wrote, or {poke ? 
How comes his Speech neither to be that 
of the Learned, nor that of his Country ? but 
a mix’d: particolour’d Dialect, form’d out of 


both ? 
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both ? “° Pray, how came that Idiom to be 
*¢ the Court-language at St Fames’s * ¢ 

But fhould we allow, that in fome PaftAge 
fuch a Manner of Speech might have’ >re- 
vail’d among Englifhmen ; yet there will {til 
“lie another Indi&tment againft the Credit 
*¢ of thefe Differtations, on ‘the acco 
“ the Englifh of the True Age of Dr Béarle: 
“ not being there reprefented, but a more 
“ Recent Idiom:and Style, that by the whole 
‘© Thread and Colour of it betrays it felf to 
‘¢ be written inan Age yery diftant from His.. 
“ Every Living Language, like the Perfpiring 
“¢ Bodies of Living Creatures, is in perpetual 
«¢ Motion and Alteration ; which im Tract of 
© cime makes as obfervable a Change in the 
“¢ Air and Features of a Language, as Age 
‘“¢ makes in the Lines and Aiea of a Face. ‘All 
‘¢ are fenfible of this in their own Native 
“¢ Tongues,where continual Ufe makes every 
‘© man a Critic : fo that there is no Englifh- 
““¥inan but thinks himfelf able from the very 
“ Turn and Fafhion of the Style to diftin- 
*¢ onifh a frefh Compofition from another an 
“ hundred Years old +. Now, when we 
compare thefe Diflertations with the Writings 
of Archbifhop Tillot/on, Bifhop Sprat, Sir Wil- 
liam Temple, and Others, we find the Style of 
that Age had a quite different Turn and Fa- 
fhion from that of our Differtator. “ Should I 
¢¢ affirm that I know the Novity of thefe Dii- 
“ fertations from the whole Body and Form 
“ of the Work; none perhaps would be con- 
<¢ vine’d by it, but thofe that, without my 
‘* Indication, could difcover it by themfelves. 
“¢ | fhall let that alone then, and point out 

** only 
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** only a few Marks and Moles in ’em, 
“* which every one that pleafes may know 


* them by *. 


faid, the moft doxubeful, or ferupulous: in the 
46th, Negoce; for which they would have 
f2id Dealing, Commerce, or Intercourfe: in the 
47th, repudiated their Vernacular Idiom ; for 
which they would have faid, /aid afide their 
Motver-T ongve: in the 16th Page,a fall Dofe 
of Sagacity; for which they perhaps would 
have faid a-mall Share: in the 59th, Afavufa- 
éture, for the forging of a Story; never us’d 
by the Ancients in that Sence, but always for 
the work of the Hand, not that of the Brain. 
, They that will make the fearch, may find 
more of this fort, as brittle Compliments (a), 
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incurable Botches( b), broaching of expreffions (c ay AGS 
lopping off branches of Evidence (d), a Scene of (d )P. 
Putid Formalsty (e) = Men {pringing up like Un- oe P. 
fhrooms out of Rotten Paffages of Authors (f ), and (f) P. 


many others of the fame Strain: “ but I fup- 
** pofe Thefe are fufficient to unmask the Re- 
** cent Sophift under the Perfon of the Old. 


“ Librarian (¢). \E) 


But were it poffible to produce an Author, 
of the fame Country and Age with Dr Bent- 
ley, who wrote in the Language of this Differ- 
tation; yet ftill itis abfurd to think that one 
of his Education , Character , and Station 
fhould be the Author of it. For Dr Bentley 
is known to have appertain’d to the Family 
of a Right Reverend Prelate, who was the 
Great Ornament of that Age; to have had 
anUniverfity-Education,and to haveconvers’d 
much in the City, and at Court; and with 
5 , thefe 
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In the 14th Page, the moft * Differ, 
timid for which the Ancients would have?: 52- 
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(5) P. 22. 
(c) P. 34. 
(d) P. 36. 
(e) P.§7. 
(f) P. 65. 
(g) P. 63. 
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thefe advantages, he could not but be more 
refin’d than the Writer of this piece of Cri- 
ticifm ; who by his manner of exprefling him- 
felf fhews, that he was taken up with quite 
other thoughts and different {mages from 
thofe that ufe to fill the Heads of fuch as 
have had a Learned and Liberal Education. 
For this Sophift is a perfect Dorian in his 
Language, in his Thoughts, and in his Breed- 
ing. ‘Lhe familiar expreflions, of taking one 
tripping (a), coming off with a whole Skin (b), 
minding his hits (c), a friend at a pinch (a), 
going to blows (e), fetting horfes together ( f }, and 
going to pot (g); with others borrow’d from 
the Sports and Employments of the Country, 
fhew our Author to have been accuftom’d to 
another fort of Exercife, than that of the 
Schools. 

“© Some Perfons perhaps may Gratuitoufly 
“‘undertake to Apologize for Dr Bentley a- 
** bout this matter of the Dialect *: they may 
plead in his behalf, that he was born in fome 
Village remote from Towa, and bred among 
the Peafantry while Young ; and for that rea- 
fon “ might ever after have a Twang of the 
“ Country Dialect. Now if any one knew 
“ an Exprefs Teftimony that he was bred in 
“€ the Country, he can teach me more than I 
‘* at prefent remember. This | know in ge- 
“ neral } from Anthony Wood,and others, that 
many have come from the Employments of 
the Country to be Doétors in the Univerfity ; 
“ and fo He may come in among the reft. 
“ Butthen mutt his Language be ever after- 
‘© wards Doric, becaufe he had once Footing 
“« ina Country Town *? The fame aie 

= tells 
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tells us of feveral born and bred in the Coun- 
try, who yet in Procefs of Time have learnt 


to fpeak a different Dialect from that of 


their Mother-Village. “Why then muft 
““ Dr Bentley's Dialect ftill needs be Doric? 
“and that fo tenacioufly, that twenty Years 
“living in the Univerfities and City could 


“* notatall alter it inone of that Education 4-? + P- 46 


He was part of that time a Library-keeper to 
a Learned Dean, and afterwards to His Maje- 
{ty ; a Member of one Univerfity, and a So- 
journer in the other ; a Chaplain in Ordinary 
to the King, and a Tutor in extraordinary to 
a Young Gentleman: ‘‘ and could not that 
“* Perpetual Negoce and Converfe with Gen- 
**tlemen and Scholars bring his Mouth by 
“degrees to {peak a little finer ? Would 
“not he that aim’d at the Reputation ofa 
“ Polite Scholar, and for that reafon had ap- 
** ply’d himfelf in a particular manner to the 
** belles Lettres, have quitted his Old Country 
“© Diale&t, for that of a Londoner, a Gentle- 


“man, and a Scholar? and not, by every 


_“ word he fpake, make the Ridiculous Difco- 


“‘ very of his being a Perfeét Stranger * to xp. a6: 


all Polite Learning, and Gentleman-like Con- 
verfation ? 

“But let us hear a Second Apology that 
“may be made for the Dorifm of Dr Bent- 
“© Jey: He may perhaps be defended from 
“the like Practife of others, who being Lon- 
“© doners born or bred, have repudiated the 
“© Vernacular Idiom of the City for that of 
“© the Country ; as Sir Roger L’ Eftrange in his 
¢ eAifop’s Fables, Sir Yohn Suckling in his Bal- 
~. tad, and Mr Drydex in his Harveft home. 
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*° So that tho’ Dr Bentley be fuppos'd to be a 


“¢ Native of Lowdon, or bred Liberally, yet 
BL iia et “¢ here ig an Excufe for his quitting the City 
Be “* Langtage. But I conceive, with fubmifli- 
Bi il: “on, that this argument is built upon fuch 
al ““ Inftances as are quite aliene from the cate 
A vane “of our Diflertator. For Dotic might in- 
Bn “'deed be proper for Fables ; or Ballads, 
ii “where Brutes, or Peafants are brought in 
| ““ fpeaking ; or for Scotch Songs, and the. 
an “¢ Chorus of a Comedy, on the account of 
| “¢ the Doric Mufic: but it has hot Grace and 
e _, Majetty enongh for the Subje&t Dr Bentley 
‘is engag’d in. What affinity then Is there 
“ between Dr Bentley's cafe, and that of Wri- 
“‘ters of Fables, Ballads, and Comedies ? 
“* what mighty Motives can here be for aflu- 
“ming a Foreign Dialect? His Pieces are 
“¢ dated in the midft of Lozdoz, directed to 
a ae ““ the very next Street, addrefs’d to a Scho- 
“* Jar, about a Controyerfie in Criticifm, de- 
“‘ fign’'d for the view of men of Literature, 
‘Cand not written to exprefs the humor of 
*‘the Country, or to entertain men of Low 
“RankandCharafler. If any will ftill ex- 
‘ cufe the Dr for Dorizing in thefe Circum- 
“* ftances, ’tis hard to deny them the glory of 
“* being the humbleft of his Admirers and 

| (a) Differ. * Vaflals (a). 
p50, 51 The fame Apology that is made for. the 
Doric way of fpeaking, may perhaps be urg’d — 
alfo in favour of that Afix’d Language which 
runs throughout thefe Diflertations. The 
Speech of Alexander Bendo by the Earl of Ro- 
chefter, the Pedant in Bea Fobnfon, and other 
Hl Writers of Comedies, do fhew, that the Au- 
{ thor 
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thor of thofe Reflections, tho’ he carries this 
way,of {peaking farther than any ever before 
himdid; is not Singular in the Ufe of it: but 

this Plea alfo will admit of a Ready Anfwer ; 

that tho’ this manner of {peaking may be pro- 

per for Mountebanks and Pedants, whofe bu- 
finefs.it is toappear Learned to the Ignorant; 

yet that does not juftifiy the ufe of it by One, 

who was reckon’d a-Scholar ina Difcourfe 
addrefs’d) only to Scholars. “* ’Tis very 

“* ftrange, that a Critic, and fucha Critic as 

“* Dr Bentley, Should fo doat on the Diale& 

“© peculiar toPedantry, who was fo eminent- 

“ly woo — the hater. of Pedants (2) ; and (4) Differ: 
fo well known to be fo, that even our So-*?: 4 
phift in thefe’ very Differtations reprefents 

him as One whofe Aim, Profeffion, and Jm- 
ployment it was to pull off the Difguife from thofe 

Little Pedants, that have fralkt folong about, in the 

Apparel of Heroes (*). (*) Thid 
‘But I love to deal Ingenuoufly ; and will? 79 
not conceal One Argument, which tho’ it 
“* will not do the work, let it go however as 

"* far asit can (4), in favour of their Opi-(s) 
nion who may afcribe thefe Differtations to 
Dr Bentley. Yhereis ftill extant aLetter of Dr 
Bentley’s to the Reverend and Learned DrAG/ 
which is confefs’d to beGenuine;in which there 
are frequent Scraps of Greek intermix’d with 
Latin : which might give occafion to our So- 
phift to think that a Cexto of Different Lan- 
guages was a Characteriftic of this Author: 
but the cafe of this Epiftle is widely different 
from that of thefe Diflertations. For the 
Author of the Epi/fle writing to One who 
had a particular Value for the Greek Tongue, 
fhew’d 
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fhew’d an Excellent Judgment in paffing fuch 
a Compliment. on that Language, as to ufe it 
inftead of Latinjeven where Latin would have 
done as well. But.befides, he,had occafion to 
exprefs himfelf in Terms of :Archnefs. and 
Waggery, which the Latin Tongue would 
not come up to. For Fobannule was not in ufe; 
and therefore ‘Jwavidy, or Little Facky; was 
the only word that could ferve to exprefs 
that in fhort, which the Latins cannot fay 
but by a Periphrafis: Whereas thefe Differ- 
tations were defign’d for the benefit of En- 
glifh Readers, who had as great an Efteem 
for their own Tongue, as either for Greek, 
or Latin; and the Uncouth Words here in- 
terfpers’d do not add any Beauty to the Style; 
nor do they convey the Author’s thoughts to. 
our Underftanding with. more Difpatch; or 
Clearnefs than plain Englifh would do. | 
_ I doubt not but our Sophift had that Letter 
of Dr Bentley, to Dr Atill before his Pen (a); 
when he counterfeited thefe Differtations in _ 

the Name of that Reverend Doétor. For’tis 
very obfervable that the Preface of this Let- 
ter to Mr Wotton is borrow’d. from the Pre- 
face of that.to Dr A4%#.5 which begins with 
the Author’s remembring a Difcourfe be- 
tween Him anc Dr AZ about 


_ (8) Or Malelas, or Mala- Malela (6b), and a Promife 
la, or Malalas: for that that Dr Bentley had upon that 


weightyControverfie dbout the 
right Spellivig this Word is 


occafion made to his Friend,’ 


not yer fully decided. of which he was to acquit 


himfelf in that Letter: this 
our Sophift tranfcribes, changing only the 
Names, and afcribes. it to the fame Dr Benr- 
ley. Had that Dr really wrote thefe Difler- 
7 tations, 
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tations, his Invention was not fo narrow and. 

ftinted, that he fhould be forc’d to borrow 
- from Himfelf ; efpecially having fo large an 
| Acquaintance, as he appears to have had, 
) with Works of the fame Stamp and Character 
| with the Epiftle he was writing ; a3 Prefaces, 
| Prolegomena, Apparatus s, Introductions , &c: but 


Se. 6 — A: @, We ee Se | ee, 


> IP A Aa, ; g? M 1Q2 
Examin'd. 193 


| itwas Natural Enough for a Sophift, in his 
| Mock-Bentley, to filch an Exordinm from the 


ley. 


Undifputed Writings of the true Dr Bezt- 


The fame Letter to Dr A“, which has 


| furnifh’d us already with one Detection of the 
| Impoitire, will, if ftricly examined, make a 


i Second Confeffion from thefe 
| Words; J had this, fweetefiSir, 
| to fay of Alcmzon, and Alc- 
| mezonides,; which I prefume no 
. man ever faid before me, for I 
| donot like their mays, who, being 


here and there a Feather, pretend 
| to fet themfelves of for right Ge- 
nuine Peacocks. “* Now here 


pitiful jackdaws, by begging 


Hye habui, Milli Jucun- 
diffime, que de Alcmzone & 
Alcmeonide, ore, ut opinor, 
alio indiGa diterem : nor 
enim placet eorum ratio,qui, 
cim mere Cornicule — fint, 
emendicatis hinc inde Plumis 
germarios Pavones ie¢ polli- 
centur. DP. Zo. 


© agen am I concern’d for our Sophift, that he 


% is taken tripping. For he values himfelf 
© highly, and expects great Thanks for a Difco- 


© very * about Ocellus Lucanus, which had 


% 
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'been-long before made and publifi’d by /iz~ 
‘ganins, in his Edition of that Author ; and 


whence ’tis evident it was tranfcrib’d by our 
Sophift into his Differtation. 


Now would 


Dr Bentley; who profetles himfelf {uch an E- 
‘nemy to borrowing, have thus plumd hime 
‘felf in borrow’d Feathers? ‘“* It is a very 
© Notable Difcovery, and we are much 


Roy 


© oblig’d 


} 


Ne forté qui Me mints 


norunt, Pault me Leopardi ; 
Scrinia compilare exiftiment. 7 , fhould think,I had plunder'a 
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© oblig’d tothe Author of it: but thenthere 
“ was either a ftrange Jumping of Good 
“© Wits, or the Diflertator is a Sorry Plagia- 
aye ‘What fhall we fay to this matter ? © 
“ Dr Bentley had the Character of a man of 
* Probity and Parts, who had neither In- 
 clination nor Need to filch the Sayings of 


3° Others(z). Thofe muft be unacquainted 


with his Character, who think he would fay 
in his Own Name what he found faid to his 
Hands. In the Letter to Dr A“@l he omits 
feveral things very proper to his purpofe, Leaft 

perchance fayshe) thofe, who 


are not [o well acquainted with 


the E ‘[critoire of "PaulusLeopar- 
dus. Would he be There fo 
afraid of being thought to tranfcribe Leopar- 
dus? and would he Here value himfelf upon 
Difcovering firft what he plainly copies from 
Vizzaniw ? Muft thofe, who think he could 
borrow, be fuch as did not know him? and 
can we, wlien we know himupon his Own ~ 
Declaration to be fo averfe from borrow- 
ing, imagine he would borrow That from 

nother, for which he folemnly befpeaks 

T hanks from the Learned World? * This 

‘© bears hard upon the Author ofthe Differ- 
“¢ cations : but how can we help it ¢he fhould 
¢ have minded his Hits better, when he was 
“¢ minded to ad the Doctor, 

But that Letter to Dr. AG will afford us 
{till greater Conviction, that this Diflertation 
could not be the Genuine Work of Dr Bent- 
hoy For that Letter, in the Page above men- 
tion’d, reprefents Dr Bentley proving, o 


Ca 


i] 
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he could not eafily be deceiv’d in knowing 


| whether a Greek verfe were afcrib’d to its 
| proper Author: For iz fuch 


Nam in his Rebus verba 
. ry Py > ot N ° 
mihi dari haud facile patior; 


gui, ut {cis,; Fragmenta om- 
c 


hings as thefe, fay S he, I do nut 
afily fuffer'my Jelf to be impos'd 


| upon 3 who, as you knowshad once nium Poetarum Grecorum 


a defign to publifh the Fragments cum Emendationibus, ac No- 


‘ } bs Td 1 eee ¢ 210 an pre al - 
of all the Greek Poets,with Emen- te Grande Opus, edere con 
‘ ituerain : nunc ut ajunAt, 
dations.and Notes,acrandwork: , 3 oe 
2 cS adaaG Bi@-, awAAY Susi] ch» 


but now,as they fay another fort of Ep. p. 20. 

| Life,another fort of Diet. Now 

_isit probable, that One who had collected the 
| Fragments of all the Greek Poets, amended 
| them, and wrote Notes upon them, could mi- 
| ftake Empedocles for an Epic Poet ? But I thrall 
not infift upon this ; fince the Paflage pro- 


duc’d carries in ita more Direct and Exprefs 


| Proof that Dt Bentley could not write thefe 
| Differtations. He had defign’d once,it feeins, 
'to publifh his Grand Work, the Fragments 


of the Greek Poets - but he was now, he tells 
us, engae’d in another way of Life, and muft 
therefore apply himfelf to another fort of 
Studies: for that 1 take to be the Import of 
the Greek Proverb. Now the Diflertations 
in difpute bear date after this Declaration ; 


y) 


they pretend to be written by Richard Bentley 
Dr of Divinity, and Chaplain in Ordinary 


to His Majefty ; they would be thought to 
come into the world fome time after his Le- 
€tures were printed in defence of Religion. 
He was now therefore engag’d in another 
Profeffion ; and would not, we maybe fure, 
ineddle with a Subject fo foreign tothe bufinefs 
ofa Divine, nor handle it ina manner fo ill 
becoming that Character. He, who ferupld 

O°2 pub- 


Dr Bentley’s Difertation upon the 


publifhing thofe Fragments,which might have 
been of good Uie to the Learned, and might 
fome of them haye falien in with Divinity, 
would much lefs have taken up with fuch 
Thin Diet, and mifpent fo much of his pre- 
cious Time upon fo fruitlefs Enquiries as thofe 
are which are purfwd in thefe feveral Difler- 
tations. ‘“ There is another thing, befides a 
“ pretty Invention, ufeful for a Lyar, and 
“¢ that isaGood Memory. We will fuppofe 
«© onr Author to have once known fomething 
“* of this Declaration of Dr Bentley, but he 
“¢ had, it feems, unhappily forgot it, when 
“< he afcrib’d thefe Pieces to him *. 

The Sophift is not more happy in perfona- 
ting Dr Bentley, when thro’ the whole Courfe 
of thefe Diflertations he reprefents him asa 
Fierce and Angry Writer; and One, who 
when he thinks he has an advantage over 
another Man, gives him no Quarter, For the 
Writerof the Epiftle to Dr AG, when he 
had juft occafion to be very Severe on fome, 
who had taken wrong meafures in deducing: 
the Etymology ofa Greek Word, thus repref- 

fes his Indignation: Burl will 


Sed if align { le- . ? 
Sed nolo aliquid BAe ato fay any thing feverely of "em 3 


er aicerée > non noirrum 


{i APPT Aaa f 
Cit nicer ols Te Bcu yet. 


it 1s not in my nature to trample 
upon the Proftrate. This fhews 
him to have been a Man of 
Temper, and Good Nature: But our Sophift 
reprefents him as one that has no Mercy upon 
his Adverfary, when he thinks he has him in 
his power. ‘The ftppos’d Editors of Phalaris 
foran imagin’d miftake ina point of Criticifm 
are expos'd as Noxfénfical Blunderers, Perfons 
who had neither Skill nor induftry, neither 
Kuow= 


Ep. p- Ae 


ay. 
3 
‘ 
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Knowledge nor Ingenuity, to be like Leucon’s 
Affes, a “degree below Sorry Criticks, to write dj- 
rectly againft Grammar and Common Sence 3 and 
_ are fet out to the world under this Low and 
| Rude Similitude: Here are Your Worknex, to 
| mend an Author, as bungling g Tinkers do Old Ker- 
rles ! What a difference is there between the i 
Two Letter-writers ? Mr Bentley is calm and h 
forgiving, but Dr Bentley is furious and un- i 
relenting = Dr AGIs Friend {corns to infule | 
over the Proftrate ; but Mr Worron’s Friend 
purfaes his Blow : “ and don’t You yet begin 
“to fufpect the Credit of the Diflzrtations * ? * Difere. 
Dr Bentley was celebrated amongft the ?- 6 
Learned Menof his own and other Countrie 
for one, whowas much vers'd in the frente 
Languages: and, as it appears by his Let- 
ter to Dr Mil}, he was very converfant in 
| Suidas, Hefychius, and other Greek Yocabuta- 
| es, Onorialtibons: Etymologicons, Lexicens, Clafe 
faribe. \Narieselator, and. Scholta 3 fo that he 
muft at leaft have been acquainted tO ‘the 
| /Significations of Greek Words: but it appears 
from what this Sophift offers about the Sence 
of fome Greek words -F:' which he finds in +from zke 
Phalaris, that he was not only’a perfec Stran- ssh re ee sa 
ger to the ibeft Claffic Authors, but that he 7s a 
wanted. ‘that oLight which any Ordinary J Bock 
Didionary would have afforded him.» The 
Librarian. was’ fo welltread in One of thefe 
Inftructive ‘Writers, Hefychiws, as to alfure 
Dr ANE, between Verfe and Profe, that, 
-whenéver a’New Edition af that Book can | 
forth, he. could, if be would, corrett five alata . H 
faults ingt, . more or Lefs, that had till that time 
3 © 3 een 
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defeated the Sagacious Conjeéttures, and Laborious 
Diligence of other Criticks (+). Now could any 
thing thet adually is in Aefychias, efcape nis 
knowledge, who had fuch: a Deep Infight 
into what is mor, but ought to).be there ¢ 
could He,who had difcoyer’d what had efcap’d 
the Utmolt Diligence of Others, mifs what 
was obvious to every one that. look’d into 
Hefychius? ‘Would Dr Bentley have oiven 
us fiich a Caft of his Skill in conftruing Greek 
Words, as totell us, that Sra anciently fignt- 
fied to purfue, when. that which: fled fear'd and 
fhunnd the pur fuer and that it wever fignified to 
follow,inany other. Sence ; when Hefychius gives 
usnoother words for diax:, but Cars, datidsuz, 
which are far froma Perfecuting Sence ¢ 

Dr Bentley is known to have liy’d in the 
fame Age, and at the fame Time, that the 
Edition of Phalaris, with which this Sophift 
is fo angry, came out: it appears, from the 
Editor’s Preface, that the Dr, being then Li- 
brary-keeper at St Famess, dény’da Common — 
Favour to the Editor) whichis complaind of 
in that Preface: This doubtlefs gave occafion 
to our Sophift to'forge thefe Differtations in 
the Dr’s name, to fhow his pretended refent- 
ments of that Complaint. Now.the Dr him- 
felf could not be ignorant, that this Edition 
was put forth by Mr. Boyle, whofe Name it 
ftill bears. But Our Sophift, who liv'd ata 
greater diftance from thofe Times, fuppofes 
it the Joynt-Work of feveral: he talks of owr 


Id Tibi de plano poffum promittere, Mik, 


Quinque plus minus millia mendorum Me correcturum effe,G libuerit, 
que aliorum éusextay & laboriofam diligentiam hactenus illuferunt. 
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Late Editors, of thofe Great Genius’s, with wkom 
Learning, that 1s leaving the World, has taken up 
her Lat Refidence , of thefe Annotators, of our 

| Lageniows Tranflators (a): whereas thefe Edj- (4 Differ. r 

| tors, Genius’s, Annotators, Tranjlators, could not Po QO ,iate i 

| but be known to one that then liv’d, and i 
were knownto Dr Bentley (as appears by a i 
MS Letter of his to Mr Boyle, now in being) " 
to be one and the fame Perfon. Itis true, i 
that in the Preface to the Edition there are i 
thefeExprefiions, Quantum [eimus, and Nojtro 
Labore ; andin the Dedication, Twa ope adjutus. 
which might lead our Sophift into a miftake, 
that this Edition was the Work of More than 
One; and that thePerfon, to whom it is de- 
dicated, had aflifted in it: as if it were un- 
ufual for the Plural Number to be put for the 
Singular; or as if a Perfon in that Station 
could no otherwife aflift a Young Gentleman 
of his College in the Edition of a Book, than 
by collating Manufcripts, tranflating the Yext, 
and writing Comments. 

Dr Bently is known to have enjoy'd the 
advantage of a Public LeGure, inftituted by 
the Honourable Mr Robert Boyle, and by reafon 
of that Poft muft. be fuppos’d to have had adue Ye 
refpect for his Name and Family ; fo that it - 
cannot rationally be prefum’d, he would treat | 
a Gentleman, who had the Honour to, be near- 
ly related to that Noble Perfon, with fomuch 
Contempt and Indignity,asis plainly expreis’d 
in feveral parts of that Diflertation, 

Dr Bentley did alfo flourif during the Life 
of Sir Wiliam Temple, whilft that Eminent 
Perfon was in great Reputation for the Signal 
and Extraordinary Services he had. done for 
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the Proteftant Intereft, to the Englifh Nation, 
and tothe King who then reign’d ; as alfo 
for his Learned Writings, which were then 
in very great Efteem amongft all thofe: who 
had a true relifh for Sound Sence, and Noble 
Thoughts, exprefs’d with all the Beauty and 
Force of proper and fignificant Language. 
Now,tho’ the Dr might, without any offence, 
differ in his Sentiments from that Worthy 
Gentleman ; yet it is not credible that a Scho- 
lar, a Courtier, and a Divine would fo far 
break in upon all the Rules of Modefty, De- 
cency, and Civility, as to infult over a Per- 
fon of Sir Willian’s Character and Merit, as 
an Ignorant and Illiterate Pretender to Lear- 
ning ; who could neither difcover the true Time, 
nor the true Value of his Authors, and whofe 
Choice of Phalaris and Flop, a then extant, 
for two Lreat inimitable Originals, was a piece of 
Criticifm of a peculiar Complexion, and muft pro- 

ceed from a Singularity of Palate and Judgment. 
“It muft needs be a great Wonder to thofe | 

‘“ who think thefe Differtations Genuine, 
“ how or where.they have been conceal’d’; 
“¢ and in whatSecret Shop, or unknown Cor- 
‘ ner of the World they have Jain hid, fo 
‘¢ that no one has ever taken notice of ’em 
“ for fo many Ages. Had thefe Differtations 
““ been feenand read, fomebody fure would 
“¢ have quoted fomewhat out of ’em ; efpe- 
“¢ cially fince fo many have had occafion to 
“© do fo (a): for all thofe who have written 
concerning Sophifms, and Il] Confequences in 
arguing, might have furnifh’d themfelves from 
hence with all Kindsof Loofe and Incoherent 
Thinking. And thofe that have publifh’d 
| their 
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their Cenfures tipon the Incongruities of Lan- 
guage and Innovations inSpeech, might from 
every Page of this Author have fetch'd_ pro- 
per Inftances of the Groffeft improprieties. i) 
‘© So that, by their Silence and Pretermiflion, ES 
‘¢ they do as good as declare exprefly, that Cay Differ. i 
‘¢ they never faw our Diflertation (a). Ny Pane | 
But that which ought to weigh moft with ! 
thofe who have any Honour for Dr Bentley | 
toward clearing him from any fufpicion of 
having written thefe Pieces, is this Confidera- 
tion; that That Learned Doctor was chofen 
out by the then Fathers of the Church, as a 
fit perfon to vindicate the Truth of Religion 
againft Atheifts, Deifts, and all other Oppo- 
fersof Divine Revelation: whereas this So- 
phift is found to make ufe of fuch Argu- ae 
ments (6) to difprovethe Epiftles of Phalarés, (6) Vide 
asareof Equal weight to prove the Writings 4-0 ¢ 
of Mofes and the New Teftament to be of 
much Later date, than they can be, confiltent- 
ly with the Pretences of the Jewifh and 
_ Chriftian Religion. ‘‘ So little regard had 
“ this Bold Writer to fit his Difcouriesto 
¢ the Character of that Reverend and Lear- 
© ned Perfon; and I have had too much Re- — 
‘¢ gard to Him, in giving him the Honour and P 


¢ Patience of fo long an Examination (c,), (c) Dif 
| ( ilere 
p- 65. 
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a a CtInce Ihave given my felf the trouble to exa- 
TLAnel \_. mine all the tedious Proofs Dr Bentley has 
Ue héap’d together againft theEpitles,whichI was 
nei not in the leaft concern’d to vindicate; Iam 
nf oblig’d to fay fomething to his Criticifms 
Ai upon the Edition that relate entirely to my 
4 Self. I fhall confider ?em with the fame In- 
Hall difference that I did his Arguments: foras 
el J never profefs’d my felf a Patron of Phalaris, 
Aa fo neither was it ever in my Thoughts to 
a fet up for Exaétnefs in that Dry Sort of 

i Learning. I enter’d upon the Work meerly 
as an Exercife of my Pen; I fawthat Life 
and Smartnefs, which I ftill relifh in thefe 
Epiftles, quite loft inthe Loofe Per:phrafes, 
and plain Country Latin (as the Dr calls it) 
of the former Interpreters. This put me 
upon trying, whether I could exprefs the 
Style, as well as the Sence, of the Original in 
another Language ; and reprefentit with 


~ | fuch advantage, that They, whoare no Ma- 
fters of Greek, might fee fome faint refem- 
3 | “plance of the Author’s Spirit and Genius, in 


a Tranflation : in which, whether I have been 
fuccefsful, and to what degree, muft be left 
to the different Humors, and Opinions of 
Readers. I abhor Vanity, and the more, 
jince I have read Dr Bentley's Book, where 
Ufee it makes founbecoming a Figure: yet 
This I will be bold to fay ; that even in thofe 
Tranflations of the Greek Authors, which 
are efteem’d the Beft, woulda man of fome 
: know- 
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knowledge in Criticifm exercife all the fpite 
and skill he has that way to find out Miftakes, 
he might be able to mufter up fuch a Pentiful 
Number of ’em, as would keep my Poor Ver- 
fion an@ Notes in Countenance. I queftion 
not but there are Errors and Overfights enow 
in my Trantlation : I was very young whenl 
did it; and, to confefs the Truth, after I 
had got a little way into it, and made my 
firft Effays, went thro’ the Reif of it without 
any Great Guft; and’tis no wonder therefore 
if I fhould not be awake fometimes in a Work 
that was not very fond of. However, as 
Many, and as Eafie to be found as my Faults 
are, Dr Bentley has yet had the Ill Luck to 
mifs em ; and to except againft fuch Paflages 
as can, I think, to any Unprejudic’d Man, be 
fairly accounted for. The Town, I own, is 
Weak and Defencelefs enough in conf{cience ; 
but he has had the Judgment to attack it on 
that fide, where perhaps it lies leaft expos'd, 
Upon Scouring the firft Epifile (as he Cleanlily 
exprefles himfelf) he finds thefe. Words there, 
Luyiis De voljoy tearpas terete Qavat@, ov avery becdloy 
Ke aegaS evs “Which 1A my. Latin 5 runs, 
[ Avimi autem Morbum Medica. fanat: Mors, 
quam quidem nulii gravem, &C expetta]. He is 
pleas’d to render it thus, [For Difeafe of the 
Soulthe only Phyfician is Death: do You there- 
fore expel a moft painful one] and fays, My 
Tranflation of averayQéseloy by [vnlli gravem] 


produces a flat and far-fetch’d Sence I muft t Difert: 
own, I do not yet fee why it is more flat to? 9% 


fay, a Villain fhall die an Unlamented Death, 
than that he fhall die a Painful one: and las 
little apprehend, why he calls this a far-feech’d 
eye tt : Sence ; 
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Sence ; I fuppofe he cannot mean, by a fer- 
fetch'd Sence, a Sencethat the Word averay6i, 
| isnot commonly us’d in ; becaufe I never 
AN ‘could meet with it us’din any other Sence, 
till Now he has thought fit to tranflate it soft 
painful. All the Criticks before him tender it 
wy by won gravis, non invidiofus, or by fome word 
Equivalent to thefe : and Hermogenes thought 
et this a proper fence of the word, when he in- 
titul’d a Chapter wept re avery Oars caurdy Emurdiy » 
b Hi which I would advife the Dr to read, not on- 
aM Ty to geta better acquaintance with theWord 
a in queftion, but to learn too the modefty and 
H i difcretion not to commend himfelf fo often, 
ie with fo very illa Grace. Iam fure he wants 
to be taught this; and fince he has juft now 
taught me what I knew nothing of before, I 
could do no tefS than make him this Grateful 
Return, 

He goes on to inftruc&t me. The Greek, fays 
ie, 1 in the Superlative degree 5 let emput it then, 
nulli graviflimam, and ‘twill fhew *em the Error 
of their Verfion 5 thatis, let Me tranflate ic 
for *em, and ll undertake to make neither 
Grammar, nor Sence of it, But if he will 
give me leave to tranflate it my felf, fince it 
muff be in the Superlative degree, inftead of 
nuhi gravem, Y would put minime invidiofam ; 
and then I do not yet fee any Error inthe 
Verfion : and Iam the more inclin’d to think 
there’s none, becaufe the Dr flides off, and takes 
Refuge. in his ftrong and fecret Hold, the MSS. 
The JAS$ he fays, reads it ty av ery Sésalov: and 
Ny They (as he calls ALe) might have embracd this 
il), Eeading, when they faw it. there. ‘What’ MS is 
i this? None of the Bodley-A1SS read it’ fo ; 
nor 
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nor the Arundel, a Collation of which the 
Learned Dean of York fent me, after my Edi- 
tion was finifh’d. Sure the Dr cannot mean 
the King’s MS, he knowsI never faw That 
my felf; and I hope Iam not anfwerable for 
my Collator’s Eyes. And, fince No-body can 
fee it but Dr Bentley, I have no great Reafon 
to depend upon His Ingenuity. However, if 
this be the Reading of the King’s MS, ‘tis fri- i 
volous and fit to be neglected: for to Me the 
Common Reading feems to have rather a 
Ouicker Sence, and (having fhewn Dr Bentley 
to be no great Mafter in Propriety of Speech} 
I may venture to fay, as much Propriety. Per- 
haps the Dr might have thought fo too, but 
that he has a Peculiar Fondnefs for the Para- 
pleromatick Particle av, which he takes to be 
a rare and quaint ufage (a) : and having met.) piper, 
witk it Heretherefore, is refolv’d not to part p. 70. 
with it. To diminifh his fondnefs for it, { 
promife to furnifh him, upon demand, with3o 
or 40 Inftances from Homer,-and the Greek 
Teftament (to go no further), wherethe Par- 
ticle avisus’d as Parapleromatically every whit 
as it would be here, fhould his Reading pre- 
vail. > 
But, to wave entring into a Controverfic - 
with him about Particles ; let us fee, whether 
he be not as Exquifite a Judge in Latin, as he 
isin Greek. We charges me with Barbari/m , 
Nonfenfe,and New Difcoveries in Language, for 
tran{lating aden udToy 8x LYCUTLOY> Scelera non in- 
vita: for he is very pofitive, that Invitus, al- 
ways Means the Agent, is always {poken of the 
Perfon, zever of the Thing, @c. But I hope 
Propertius, who livd in the Pureft Age of La- 
tin, 
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tin, may be prefum’d to underftand his own 
Tongue as well as Dr. Bentley: He ( El. 16. 
L. 1.) expoftulating with an Unkind Miftrets, 
fays, that tho’ fhe was Cruel and Unrelenting, 
yet if fhe did but hear his Complaint, 


Non-—ipfa fuos poterit compefcere Ocellos 
Surget & invitis [piritus in Lachrymis. 


Is Invitis here joyn’d with the Perfor or the 
Thing ? if Propertius had faid, as he does in 
other places, that Tears would flow ab Invi- 
tis Oculis;, tho’ an Eye be improperly call’d 
a Perfor, yet in that cafe I might allow it to be 
taken Perfonally: or, had he attributed any , 
Aétion to Tears ; as ifhe had faid, invite fur- 

gent Lacryma ; Lacryma might beconfider’d as 
an Agent : but, asit ftands here, Invite Lacry- 
me mutt be render’d JnvoluntaryTears 3 and, to 
explain it otherwife,is, 1 think, contrary to 
Good Senfe and Good Language too. Were 
Dr Bentley as well acquainted with the Latin 
of the Great Men in Auguftuss Age, as with 
that of the Pedantsin This; he would have 
another Taft, and another Style. To know 
the Grammar of a Tongue, andto havea juft 
fence of the Proprieties and Elegancies of it, 
are two different things; as different almoft 
as Conftruing Euxclid’s Words, ahd being 
Mafter of his Demonftrations. Any body, 
that will take the pains may be Critically, 
exact in the Signification and Syntax. of 
Words ; -but to enter into the Spirit and 
Beauty of good writing,is an Happinels, that 
None have, but thofe who are Born, with it ; 
mor allofthem neither: for a Long Conver- 
fation 
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| fation with Bad Books may deftroy a good 


Natural Taft. 1 don’t fay thisis Dr Bentley’s 


| cafe; for 1 am not a Judge, whether he e- 
| ver had any. 


- To come a little nearer to As Ages of La- 


tin, I will give hima Couple of Inftances of 
the fame kind out of Statius: One of them 


| from the oth Thebais: where Young Dryas, 


after he was mortally wounded, fends this 
Meflage to his Mother, 

\ 
Merui, Genetrix, penas 5 invita capeffens 
Arma Puer raput, nec Te retinente quievi. V.Bg1. 


Invita is here apply’d not to the Per/ox his 
Mother, but to the Thing Arms taken up a- 
gainft her Will. Inthe 7th Thebais the Gre- 
cians are encourag’d by Fupiter to make a furi- 
ous affault upon Thebes; and Bacchus in his 
Speech to Fupiter on this occafion, fays, 


Efto olim invitum jaculatus nubibus ignem s 

Credimus : eniterum atra refersincendiaterrts, 

Nec Styge juratus, nec Pellicis Arte rogatus? 
V.1586 


Jupiter, by his Vow to Semele, was oblig’d, 
againit his own Inclination, to grant what 
fhe ask’d: and therefore the deftruction he 
brought upon her was Involuntary: I think In- 
vitum can bear no other fence here, and I 
therefore leave thefe Paflages with Dr Bentley 
toconfider at his Leifure; Let him try his 
Skill upon ’em, next timethe angry fit of Cri- 
ticifm returns. 

I fee there is no way of pleafing an In- 
cens¢ 
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cens’d Differtator ; I have juft clear’d my felf 
from the Imputation of ufing a Word in 4 
different fence from other Writers ; and now: 
he accufes me for ufing a Word in the’ fame 
fence with all the Authors that ever writ. - 
I tranflate westpimci¢ Hortaris, which I inter- 
pret by Provocas, as Budaeus does 3 who, in his 
Learned Commentary, has thefe words, ees7pé- 
mv, provocant, cient 3 & ufus eft fats frequens : 
and Itranflate it fo, becaufe I could find no 
other Signification of it in any Greek Wri- 
ter; and Dr Bearley himfelf owns as much, 
that itis no otherwife usd by any of the An- 
cients. Now,I, never defigning to make a 
Noife with the Correétions and Improve- 
ment of Old Vocabulariés, was contented to 
ufe words in the fanie Sence that every-body 
had us'd em before me; and for this Error of 
mine, my Indiément runs, that 1 am an Jiite- 
vate Fatherer of an abfurd, ridicalous, ana iacon- 
gruous Sence upon my Author. My Plea is, that 
i+ feems to Meno more abfurd, or ridiculous, 
thatPhalaris fhould fay to one of his Enemies, 
You provoke me to be Cruel, than that he fliould 
fay (as Dr Beatley would have him) Tou up- 
braid me with Cruelty. And, | believe, his Cavil 
again{t theSyntax of & 40? aeyTperras, is no bet- 
ter grounded than that againit the Senee. He 
won't indeed find wey7e?ra in his Grammar 
with a Dative Cafe, but he may pleafe to enlarge 
it from this very place * : and as for his es 2, 
or ze 2 we have no occafion for either of 
‘em: in the days of Sophocles, ravlé ov pot pe 71» 
was no more abfurd and incongruous, than, 
Que me hortaris, Was in Tully’s - But Dr Bewt- 
fey thinks he bas thewn already, that aestpe7™ fig- 
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| iaifies to reproach *; where has he fhewn it? * Difert: 
| he has no where faid any thing of it, but in ? 7% 

| the 52d page ; and there he only fays, that 

| @eoteirey, to accufe, is an Innovation in Language, 

| for which the Ancients usd weopipey + fo that po- i 
| fitively to averr, and aflume the thing in que- Hh 
| {tion, is in his Language to (hem, and prove it. il 
| Let us fe€ now, whether his Second Thoughts 


| furnith him with any better proof Of weoreéresy i 
| fignifying to accufe. One would expeé that 

he fhould producé the Authority of fome 
Greek Author, that ules agorestev in this 

| fence: but he has given this argument quite 

| another turn, and proves, that ’tis us’d {6 
here 5 becaufe ’tis never usd fo by any ancient 

| Author before the Sophift +; he might have ad- + qpia, 
ded too, nor by any Modern Author ‘fince, p. 72. 
This is a furprizing way of arguing, but | 
-find it familiar to Dr Bentley; he has ano- 
ther juft of this ftrain, in the itsth page: he 

| fays thete, One may kuow Sabirius Pollo fo be a 
Roman ;how fo ? does he find any fuch Fami- 

ly among the Romans? no, that’s too Obvi- 

ousa Way of arguing for aman of his Parts: 

he knows him to be a Roma, becaufe he does 

not find [uch a Family as the Sabirii, or fuch a We 
Sivname as Pollo: and he improves this Ac- - 
guaintance with Sabirius fo far, that within 
Threé pages he calls him his Fricnd Sabirius 
Pollo. Such are the New Ways of Reafoning 
made ufe of by this Incomprehenfible Author: 
He has furnifh’d us with feveral ; and,to thew 
that he is not yet exhaufted, he brings This 
argument to prove that asorpirew fignifies to 
reproach + mpagtpey, and vitio vertere fignifle to re- 
proach ; therefore aporpiray does {0 too: and 


eee Sa yo, 
ab eS 


210 Dr Bentley's Differtation upon the 


inthe fame Paragraph, he afterthe fameman- 
at ae ner makes it out, that dvatdve isto perfevere; 
i) Nt ny is not Svateve exactly the fame with pertendo £ 
Vi (meaning, I fuppofe, that tid is per, andre, 
aa tendo) andis not pertendo to perfevere ? I al- 
bee ways thought,that U/e was the only Rule and 
A Ui meafure of the Signification of words ; but 
TaN Dr Bentley, a great Adventurer in new ways 
Hi of thinking, will determine it by dint of Ar- 
Bi enment. Would he allow Others to argue 
1 A as He does, from One Compound Word to 
a Another, and from One Language to Ano- 
We | ther, we might enlarge our Dittionaries with- 
out End ; and foon produce not only (what 
* Epiftola he pretends to *) five thoufand, but five Mil- 
in fine Ma-}igns of Emendations and Additions to He/y- 
(alésP39° chins; tho’ not fuch as are worthy to keep 
Company with the Admirable Bifhop Pear- 
for’s Obfervationson that Author : and there- 
< fore fhould they hereafter come together (as 
tis faid they will); and fhould the Bifhop’s 
Name not happen tobe fet to his part (as 
’tis poffible it may rot); it willbe nodifficult. 
| matter to diftinguifh between ’em. According 
= to the Dr’s Rule ( not to go far from the 
words he plays with) becaufe Svapicew fignifies 
to differ, therefore by a Like Metaphor, and 
Analogy, we may ufe Ssareemew to exprefs the fame 
4 Differt. zotion {: And thus agen I can prove, that 
P73» — praverto isto exhort for is not preverto exact- 
ly the fame a5 aporgiqw ? and is NOt wporpere 
toexhort? orthat Svisuut is to perfevere ; for | 
is not Siena exactly the fame with perfiffo ? 
and is not perfijto, to perfevere ? So that for | 
ought-I can fee, it muft be allow’d, either 
that all words may be us’d e’en as’ we pleafe, | 
OF | 
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por elfe that o7e:r» muft fignifie, as it has 
) done for above Iwo thoufand years, hortari ; 
Hthat is, not always to Exhort, (a Word he 
makes fuch wretched Mirth with) but to ex- 
cite by any other methods: unlefs when Vir- 
| cil {ays, Fam Vitulos hortare ; andOvid, Horta- i 
| turg 3 Canes , they mean, that Dogs and Bullocks i 
| are to be made tractable by good Adviceand 
_Exhortation. | i) 
| If our Gritic is unalterably determin’d, that 
ithe Sence of this Paffage mult be [the Crimes 
| which You upbraid me with] why fhould henos 
chufe rather to read apospives than mpoTpameds 2 
for tho? I no more know an Inftance of 
. Theos pen w than of TeotpiTa being us’d for 


i 


povehiCw, yet the Formation of the Word will 
‘More eafily and naturally allow of this ufe: 
lov tual rposgéres may well enough fignifie, gue 
inti vitio vertis , but aporptras, in that fence; 
jis, Ithink, a very improper and unnatural In- 
‘novation in Language. 3 | 
| One would wonder, that Dr Bentley fhould 
‘be fo eager in imputing this Miftake to my 
Tranflation, which he is fo little capable of 
‘Making out ; but he had a double End in it: 
\My Explication of the Word, offended him _- 
fo muchthe more, becaufe it fpoilt an Argu- - 
‘ment that he urges, to prove the Epiftles 
pepe ious : I fhall draw it up in fhort, but in 
its full force and ftrength; and leave it to 
‘the Confideration of the Reader. Upo7gérei 
was never usd for sveSileo in any ancient Author 
before the Epiftles, nor by any modern Author fiace 
the Epiftles; mor in the Epiftles themfelves : 
therefore the Epiftles are Spuriow. This 
Weighty Point is fhut up with a Piece of Hi- 
i P 2 {tory 
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ftory, that is worfe founded than his Criti- 
cifm ; and proceeds from Something which 
was always thought a greater Blemifhtoa 
Divine, than want of Judgment. He fays, 
The Edition afcrib’d to Cujacius, aad another of 
Aldus ; tho the Two Principal of All, and Both 
of em in the Public Library at Oxon; had yet 
the Odd Fortune to lie all the while conceal’d from 


“* ayy Late Editors that liv'dthere(a). lamata 


Lofs how to deal with a man of this Extraor- 
dinary Confidence, that can fo boldly aflert 
what ’tis impoflible he fhould know. What 
fhall I fay to One, who will face me down, 
that I never faw, what I know my felf to have 
often feen and usd? Nay, and will prove 
this to me out of my own Preface ? the place” 
he quotes is this, Cudices Impreffos quatuor pra 
mantbus habui qui eodem plane Textu utuntur 5 
apud quos Verfiones [unt dua, altera a Naogeor- 
go, altera in Ufum Schol. Soc. Jef. edita (0). 


-3* Two of the Four Books I here particularly 


mention’d ; how does he know but thofe he 
mentions are the Other Two I mean ? as in- 
deed they are. I had no oecafion to name 
‘em, becaufe I found little Difference in ’em 
from thofe which I had in my Own Study: 
the Verfion afcrib’d to Cujacius, is exactly the 
fame with That, put out for the Schools of the 
%efuits, which 1 have exprefly faid I made 
ufe of, A man of any Candour and Fairnels, 
or indeed of any Common Modefty, would 
not have prefum’d upon fo flight Grounds, 
{o pofitively to aflert, that I had overlook’d 
what lay fo plainly in my way: but I am the 
IcfSfurpriz’d to hear this from Dr Bentley, 
who would fain perfwade me that I never faw 
my Own Edition. In 
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) Inthe Body of this Differtation there are 
] Two other Miftakes, which the Dr has found 
in my Verfion: | took no notice of em where 
ethey. lay ; but, to avoid Confulion, referv’d 
7em for this place. The Firft is, my rendring 
\motupiey Onpinacioy, poculorum Vitreorum, asSuidas, ! 
Etymologicon Magnum, and aor had done i! 
before me. Thefe are Eminent Names in that i 
sort of Learning, which DrBeatley feems beft Ml 
Bacquainted with, and moft to value himfelf 
upon ; and therefore, one would think, fhou!d oh 
be able to excufe me with him: but his Matias -_ 
pis, to value nothing any furtter than it is to | 
Bhis purpofe. When Suidasisbrovght in for 
Bpreferving fome few Fragments of Babrius *, % eames 

‘then he isa man that converfes with Writers? '4> 
I of Size and Quality: but when he is produc’d 

ifor that, which will leave us not the least Footftep 

bof our Corimthian Potter (a), and .v hereby the Thick 
| Argument about Thericles would vanifh inta no-* P ay ie 
‘thing (4); then he is a trifling Scribler, his ee 
i Lexicon confitts of Excerpta from Scholiaft and Ce) Ibid 
i Gloffaries (c). 1f once he begins to Quarrel 
Pthus with his Good Friends, the Lexicogra- 
}phers, I can expect no mercy from him: But | 
} 1 would ask him, why he fays, that, in the pa7- ! <A 
b ticular paffage before us, neither the Ufe of Lan- P 
! guage, nor Good Sence mil allow Oupinada *TH,% 
ito be tranflated Glaffes ? When Phalarisis Said 
f to fend Cups of Gold and Silv.r,and belides} Ten 
! Couple Omiurcoy mrngiov, to me it feems agree- ‘Coro d- 
Hable to Good Sence, that thefe Cups, which ; nas iz! ob 
| are here diftinguith’ d from Cups of Gold and 4 puss rés- 
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Silver, fhould not be, as Dr Bentley concerves, 
Silver at leaft, if not of a more precious Metal 5 
unlefs there befome other Metal,befides Gold, 
more precious than Silver. He may be as mer- 
ry upon thefe Glafles as he pleafes, and call 
"em Odd and Stingy Prefents, @heap and Brittle 
Compliments , 1 am not anfwerable for Ph:la- 
riss Generolity. Befides, I freely own my felf 
Ignorant how cheap Glaffes were in Sicily two 
thoufand Years ago; for ought I know, they 
might be Great Rarities, and fit to bear the 
Reit of his Prefents Company ; efpecially be- 
ing of fo Vaft a Size, as they appear to have 
been, and fent in fo much greater Number 
than the Other Prefents were : for the Epiftle 
tells us, there were butT mo Cupsof Silver,and 
Four of Gold ; and Ten Couple of thofe of 
Thericles. From whence one would be apt to 
conclude, that they were of a Bafer, and not 
of amore precious Metal than Silver and Gold, 
as the Dr imagines, I can bear all his Rail- 
lery upon Phalaris here for a Stingy Prefent: 
but why is he offended with Me too for aPre- 
fene 1 never defign’'d him? He fays I have 
prefented him with an Emendation of Poculo- 
rum Vitreorum, whereas the former Interpre- 
ters honeftly tranflated it, Thericlean Cups. 
But I muft put the Dr in mind to quote thofe 
Honeft Tran/lators honeftly : he knows One of 
the Iwo tranflates it Pocwlorum Vitreorum, as 
Ido; 1 mean Cxjacins (or whoever elfe be 
the Author of that Verfion afcrib’d to him) 
whom the Dr is pleasd to fay, I never 
faw. 

With the fame Sincerity he tells me, that, 
whereas I have render’d zizuQ dil, i morem 
AUN 
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Editions was, inftar pints (b). Here again 1 (2) Ep.92. 


have follow’d the Verfion, which he advifes( 
me to confult in my next Edition (c), 
Verfion of Cujacivs, which has it, i morem 
Arundinis: and this I did, becaufe] thought 


| it would be a greater piece of juftice to my 
| Author, to make the Paflage in him Clear 


no Proverb in Latin. 


and Intelligible, than to. tranflate a Greek 
Proverb Literally , which would have been 
Dr Bentley would pro- 


_ bably have interpreted it Literally, on pur- 


pofe to have had an occafion of explaining 
it; I could have done fo too, and have 
cramm’d a Page of Erafmus into my Notes, 
as He has here into his Differtation: butt 
am glad I tranflated it as 1 did; forts pity 
the Dr fhould have wanted an Opportunity 
of fhewing how exceflively Witty he could 
be upon this Proverb. ’Exzeito aris ttruD Sixers 


fays Phalaris, I will extirpate them like a Pine 


Tree, and this Tree (according to the 
Dr’s Natural Hiftory) perifhes by Lopping. He 
takes this Hint to tell me, that I have /opp’d 
off a Branch of his Evidence *, that I have 
executed this Proverb upon it felf, and esctirpa- 
ted the Pine-Tree out of my New Verfion , that 
I have rooted up the Pine-Tree, and tran{planted 
Reeds .* thither: which he confeffes as above 
bis Small Underftanding in Gardening *. What 
a Deluge of Wit is here! all thefe fine things 
are faid within the Compafs of half a Page: 
who can refifta Writer, that thus takes care, 
that his Fancy fhall {till keep pace with his 


_ Judgment ; and that the One thall not In- 


{truce You more than the Other Entertains 
P 4 You: 


b)Dilfert. 


the? 73-_. 
(c) Ibid. 
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You ? Fowever, after he has refrefh’d him- 
felfa little, he niuft give me leave to tell him, 
that his Czder/tanding in Gardening 18 indeed 
very Small (as {mall as his Knowledge in Na- 
tural Hiftory) if be thinks that it has any 
thing to do either with Reeds, or Pines ; 
which, I take it, grow as rarely in Gardens, 
as Mufbrooms arife out of Rotten Paffages in 
Authors, Dr Bentley muft indeed be allow’d 
to underftand Scme part of Gardening very 
well; particularly Tranfplanting and Weeding: 
The firft of thefe he has prov’d his Skill in 
by thofe Few Notions that are worth ‘any 
thing inhis Piece; for they are tranfplanted 
from Other Mens Prefaces, the Nurferies of 
all his Critical Learning: His Skill in the 
second is made out by all the Reft of his 
Appendix ; which is nothing elfe but a Gol: . 
Iection of Hl Weeds, pull’d up out of Good 
Writers, There is, I remember, a Paflage in 
Athenaus, where this Happy Talent of Weed- 
sng <uubors 18 very well exprefs’d: [ fhall 
give it the Learned Reader, together with 
three or four Lines that introduce it; be- 
caufe it is, all together, one of the Shorteft 
and Livelieft Accounts I have met with of a 
Man poflefsd with the Spirit of Criticifm. 
(4)The p- Oubéy GAAO gv dledery {ays Cyrulcus to Ulpian, 
pitomizer & Ab) us GueEoSinods erweiy, ax istelas uynSloat, & ane de 
of Athene- Abfors xePeT@ admriebaded mors: card yelvor i wayle wer 
4S, atthe TavTa KeTeT pi Bus Curer, xe), & nD; (A) epn9 ee cond s 
very entrance, tells us, this U/pian was fuch an infufferable Pedant, 
that he would neither Eat nor Drink any thing till he had ask’d the 
Queftions 459, ¢ 49? and fatisied himfelfin what Greek Author 
the Word, by which it was call’d, was to be found ; from whence, he 
tays, he got the Name of Keréxerr@: which, I defire Dr Bentley, 
may be added to Chlonthachantblus, as a Like Inftance of the Name 
of a than put once mention’d in old Authors. 
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eFavuy i Ces Te meV ich Tx Growl movT a Tots oud sarees 
vols Tas ant vOas Turdyor, 
“Os ay Exodus, yave Tpnxeiay "Opavey. 

aed SiaTpiBov, Aybiov HS 8S tswy they cuwabeoilar. 
L. 3..C. 17. ACharacter, which will fit the 
Ulpians of Our Time, as well as thofe of 
Athenaues; for the Race of em isnot yet ex- 
tinguifh’d., 

1 have follow’d our Differtator thro’ a long 
Scene of Impertinence ; andam come at laft 
to That Part, where he Places his greateft 
Strength ; that is indeed, the moft Trivial 
Part ofall, the MSS. I told the Reader in 
my Preface, that I only made ufe of fach dif- 
ferent Readings in the MSS, as conduc’d to 
the better underftanding the Text; for I al- 
ways thought it a Ridiculous piece of Pedan- 
try to load a Book with various Le¢tions to 
no purpofe: but this I find Dr Bentley calls 
Skill ia ufing MSS. He and I differ in our 
Notions about thefe matters; and [ hope we 
always fhall. 

In the 64th Epiftle , the Printed Copies 
read,é7d Se evdctereoy ndn gevyo mivlas dvbeames® 
I faw the MSS here had a Various Reading, 
i S& for nf’w, which! pafs’d over with that 
Contempt it deferv’d, and guefs’d it fhould 
be éxteviscory ; a Reading, that, with avery 
{mall Alteration,made my Author fpeak Sence: 
Let us fee, what Or Bentley, and his MSS 
make of it. Phalarisfays, vua sSé rots avafeque- 
wel Tolg 6: Byer" bd St tvSeeseeon Adu gery mlyras dvOpe 
Ts rasiy poets Wap GAAoIS THY, ¥T eV QLADIS BEBasay 
evesv’ Which I would render thus, J am ot 
fa much as feen by my Neareft EB elations 5 and £ 
nom 
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now the more carefully avoid mankind, becanfe ¥ 
have found no Faith nor Truft , not only 
among Other Perfons, but even among my 
Friends themfelves. Dr Bentley fays, we mult 
take id& here for a certain Correttion. But 
fince the Tyrant is giving a reafon for his 
prefent Reclufe way of Living in oppofition 
to his former freedom and opennefs, methinks 
uéw cant well be fpar’d here, Befides [J avoid 
all mankind lefs than I ought to do] feems to 
Mea very improper expreflion ; efpecially 
after a Man has faid, that he avoided all man- 
kind tofuch a Degree as zot to be feen by his 
Neareft Relations, would he add immediately, 
that he avoided Company lefs than he ought 
to do? What would Dr Beztley have him 
do more ? or how cana Man be more re- 
tir’d than by feeing no-body ? 1 defire the 

Dr to have fome Regard to Senfe, as well as 
to MSS. 

This évdeécepey returns agen in the 68th Ep- 
fEle, énavrev evdeisepov Evptoxo, wd» ypusornn muds 
vzonperey- Now here too, he fays,Every one of the 
MSS have it} Sa, As for the King’s MS, no 
body knows what it has, or hasnot; and this 
Epiftle is wanting in one of theBodley MSS: fo 
that all thefe MSS, that Ihave overlook’d, 
prove at laft to be but One ; in which per- 
haps I might not obferve this Various Read- 
ing. But if I had obfervd it, I think I 
fhould fcarce have made uf of it ; for if we 
put # dain the room of ids, evdeiseey mult be 
an Adverb, and referr’d to waneeray: and the 
Rules of good Language will hardly allow, 
that the Adverb fhould be joyn’d in Place to 
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one Verb, and in Sence toanother, at fucha 
diftance : not to infift on the Ambiguity that 
arifes from its Neighbourhood to ¢uavrey, to 
which it feems to be naturally joyn’d asan 
Adjective ; and tis with fome difficulty, that 
we bring our felves to underftand it other- 
wife, even after the Gorrection of dn into i fei 
is allow’d to prevail. Had the Author in- 
tended évdcéseeov for an Adverb, he would pro- 
bably have put it after évgicxw, and not before 
it. I am fo usd to Dr Bentley's Language, 
that I can eafily bear his telling me here, that 
I make meer Nonfence of the Context : Whether I 
do or no, mutt be left to thofe who will take 
the trouble of confidering it. Indeed fuch.a 
fair and ingenuous Tranflator as Dr Bentley, 
that renders } abe te meds atte uevO than I want 
Money to give, may make Nonfence of any 
thing. 

There is yet one Inftance more of Unskil- 
fulnefs,that he chargesupon me, dvarever ty of 
stv, I tranflate, perpendens fuam Conditionem, 
confidering the Circnmftances he ws in, as 
Naogeorgus had tranflated it before me ; the 
Dr renders it, perfiftens in propofito, proceeding a 
his prefent ways, according to Cujacius: nei- 
ther of us produce any Inftance of our Ufe of 
the word dvazevw, nor pretend to.do it.; -we 
are meerly upon the Guefs, what it muft fig- 
nifie, by its relation to the Sentence : and 
which of us guefles heft, isto be determin’d 
by our Readers. Had I been never.fo'much 
out, he might have taken a more Courtly 
way of letting me know it, than by faying, 
that Lewcon carries one thing,and his Afs .ano- 
ther ; that is, the Writer of the Greek. Epiitle 

3 means 
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means differently from the A/s his Editor: 
This is fuch a Compliment as there is but one 
Proper way of Returning ,; Gentlemen do 
not ufe to refent fuch Language with their 
Pens only. But I forgive him ; *tisaMode 
of Speech familiar to him, I find, and which 
he beftows on every one he has to deal with. 
In the 11th page, the Sophift is az Afs under 
the Skin of a Lyon , in the 59th, Phalaris him- 
felf is a meer Afinus ad Lyram. Since he is fo 
fond of Afinine Proverbs, 1 will throw himin 
One out of Ari/tophanes, to Compleat his Col- 
lection. © [t is; "Ov@ dyer wustere 5 upon which 
Erafmus has this Remarkable Glofs 5 Afinus 
portans Myjfteria, in cos dicebatur qui preter dig- 
sitatem in Munere quopiam verfantur 5 velut fiquis 
tgnarus literarum Bibliotheca prefieeretur : in 
Englifh thus, The Proverb of an Afs carrying 
My fteries, was apply'd to Thofe who were preferr’d 
to fome Place they did not deferve, as when aDunce 
was made a Library-keeper. And if that Library- 
keeper fhould fo far miftake his Office, as to 
think he was put there not to fhew Books 
tg Gentlemen that came to fee em, but to 
keep the Door fkut, he would be ftill more 
unfit for the Place. Ihave had Worfe Treat- 
ment than this from Dr Bentley : for he has 
not only deny’d my Collator theufeof the 
King’s MS, but dealt with me all-along, as 
if I had feen it, andus’d it my felf ; once 
before, in thecafe of evJseérccov Ida, and here 
agen in relation to dvardver, Having no Au- 
thorities to countenance my Verfion of Sared- 
yew by expendens, 1 laid hold of a different 
Reading in the King’s MS, fent me by my 
Collator, where he affur’d me it was Sva mer, 
Dr 
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Dr Bentley putson his Critical Spectacles, and 
finds, that tho’ it be dve myer now, it was ori- 
ginally dverevav; and that the. has been eras'd 
by a modern hand, as appears by a Void Space : i 
and upon this he triumphs over my Skill in \ 
perufing the MS, when he knows it was hity 
Miles off of me, all the Time of the Edition. 
What Void Spaces now appear in that MS, how | 
many Erafings there are, or by what Hand, | 
it matters not much to difpnte, or enquire. 
I own I overlook’d the fa//e accenting of thefe » 
words, which he charges me with : but to fet fle 
down my tranflation of Sa tier, ob ea, andat 
the fame time to fay, I make it an Jterroga- 
tive, is according to Dr Bentley's way of re- 
prefenting things: he fhould either have been 
lefs fevere with Me (2) on the taut 
account of My tmiftakes of 114) Nos PPshen Grane 
this kind, or have taken more igh are ae ee 
care to prevent his Own 5 etiam capite punit. 
Some of which, fince he 
condefcends to thefe Trifles, I fhall fo far 
comply with him, as to give the Reader an 
account of, 
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The Reader will think the Controverfieruns 
low,when we begin thus to difpute aboutAc- 
cents and Encliticks ; and indeed I think fo too: 
but how can I help it? My Excufe muft be, 
that I was oblig’d to engagethe Dr in what 
way helik’d beft, amd had not the Choice of 
my Own Weapons. : 

And now are not Thefe, which I have gone 
thro’, Mighty Blemifhes to my Edition? and 
fit to be infifted on by the Dr, in order to 
Humble Me and my Teachers? He takes care 
to tell me, that he can produce more Inftan- 
ces of this kind; I queftion not but he may: 
but if he can find out no more Confiderable 
Miftakes than thefe, I think he may leave off 
Criticizing upon this Subject. 

For my patt I am not much concern’d, 
what the Men of Letters think of my Skill 
in Languages or Manuicripts : but it concerns 
Dor Bentley to confider, what the Men of Sin- 
cerity will think of his falfe and difingenu- 
ous Dealing ; what the Men of Modefty and 
Humility will think of his Lofty infulting 
Language ; what the Men of Good Nature 
and Candor will think of his Fierce and Vin- 
dictive Temper ; how the Men of Tafte and 
Breeding will relifh hisScurrilous Language, 
his Frigid Jefts, his Low and Clownifh Ex- 
preffions ; how the Men of ‘Reafor and Judg- 
ment will approve his Weak and Inconclu- 
five Ways of Arguing: it isa mighty Impu- 
tation upon Him, to have any of thefe Bad 
Qualities, or to want any of thefe Good ones: 
but itis no Great Blot upon Me, if I fhould 
appear not to be exa@ly well skillPd in the 
Learned Languages. ; 

{ was 


| 
| 
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I was fatisfied from fome Books lately writ- 
ten, what awide difference there is between 


| a Man of Clofe Arguing, and Rambling Lear- 
| ning; and how unnatural a Step it isfor an 


” _Amaauenfis to ftart up. a Profeffor of Divini- 


ty. This indeed made me not expect much 
from Dr Bentley in the Reafoning Way: but 


} 


_ when he came to Matters of Pure Criticifm, 


_ I thought One,who had bent all his Thoughts 
_and Reading that way, One who has now the 
fole Ufe and Power of the Kings Library, 
| and had for many Years attended upon one of 


the Greateft Scholars in Europe ; One that fet 
out with all thefe Advantages, I thought, 


| might eafily have confounded a Young Wri- 
| ter, that never aim’d at being a Critic in the 
| Greek Tongue, or madethe Niceties of it 
| his peculiar Study and Bufinefs, But, to con- 
_fult the feveral Editions, to collate the Ma- 


nufcripts, to turn over Dictionaries, nay, and 


| to make *em ; and all this ado, only to find 


_ Manufcript ( which I have fhewn to be the | 


a falfe Accent, and an Efcape in perufing a 


utmoft of the Dr’s Atchievement on this Ar- 
ticle) feems to Me to favour too much of the 


Character of thofe men, who, as he himfelf 
makes the Obfervation, without confidering 
whom it hits, love tomakea Noife about 
Trifles; or (not to wrong him of his Own 
more: Elevated Expreflions) to make a Tide and 
a Flood in a Bafin of Water. 

Nothing has done Learning more diflervice 
among the Senfitble part of Mankind, than 


- that indifcreet Value, which Men of Letters 


oftentimes put upon the moft trifling parts 
of Knowledge; that srpooraonuia in the ey, 
OF 
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of Schelarfhip, of which Theophraftus has gi- 

ae _venus a Character, asit relates to Humané 

Bei Life and Affairs. ”Yis this that has brought 

Bt fo ill a Report upon Criticks and Criticifm, 

al and funk extreamly the value of that Sort of 
knowledge, which has been of fuch Excel- 
i lent ufe to the World, when wifely em- 
es ploy’d. | 

ee A Good Critic, is aName that deferves Ho= — 

al nour; for it carriesin it Probity, Learning, 

AD a Relifh, Good Nature, and Good Sence, with 
wa a great many Other very defirable Qualities : 
but, as theWord is now generally employ’d, to 
fignifie a Captious, Vain, Opinionative, Half- 
learn’d, Il-natur’d Cenfurer of other Mens 

- Labours, I muft confefs, I think nothing can 
be more defpicable. Let us ftop a while, eer 
we take our Leave of this argument, to con- 
Gder their feveral Characters. | 

A Good Critick diftinguifhes himfelf always 
by the Choice of his Subje&t; itis fome Point 
of Importance, anc worth detertnining: an 
Il] One is ever bufied in things of ho manner 
of Ufe nor Confequence ; and yet is as full of 
Himfelf, and his Performances , as if the 
Commonwealth could not fubfift without ?em. 

A Good Critic is modeft and Decent in his 
Cenfures, Candid and Impartial, he treads 
warily, ufes his Judgment much, but diftrufts 
it more: fpeaks with Refpect of thofe he dif- 
fers from ; never takes a pleafure in infulting 
over their Miftakes, or leflening their Repu- 
tations. J/aac\Cafaubon, Ger. Voffius, and Gro- 

yin tins, were all men of this Caft; and fo was 
i i Menage too, till Baillet, toward the Latter | 
a End of his Life, provok’d him, The Cha- 

racter 


| fame difpendio exercere 3 nullins Exiftimationen 


ger’s (or; as it is in his laft Edition; the 


Tf he had put Salmafins into Grotins’s, and not upon Ance 


| him, is very remarkable, and fit to be confi- 


/ 
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racter which our Excellent Pearfon * gives of , wees 


Letter to 


der’d by Dr Bentley before he appears agen Menage 
in the way of Criticilm. Quanta animi modera- before 
tia! quantus,Candor ! veram Criticam cumnullius ag i 
ledere, nullins Erroribus infultare, nufquam ex i 
Mauftaceo Laureolam quarere 5 per quos profeceris | 
aperte profiteri 5 4 Viris Dottiffimis non nifi falvo : 
eorum honore, aperte diffentire + ut exclamare cogar, 
O. Fecur vere Criticum fine Splene! \n which 
alfo he drew his Own, as well as Aerage’s 
Character. r 
Salmafius and Scaliger had nothing of this 
in ’em, they were all Gail, and Pride, and 
Pedantry ; which made the Vaft Learning 
they were Matters of fit fo ill upon ’em; that 
the World hated and defpis’d ’em, at the 
fame time that it was profiting by ’em : 
Mr Wotton tells us, There are fome now alive 
whofe Fame will one day equal that of the Scali- 


Salmafius's) and Grotius?s of other Nations Po + Refleds 


into Scaliger’s Room, I would fo far have (74 Mod. 

agreed with him, that there are fome now Ds 3856. ee 

alive, who will inherit Their Fae ae ta, . <n 

One great part of their Charaéter - for they 

have All their Ill Qualities in. Perfe@tion--- 

with but a flight Mixture of any of their 

Good ones. For my patt; were Dr Bentley 

as great a Scholar; as Some fay he is, Or even 

as He thinks himfelf to be: yet I had rather ir 

per Know the Greek Alphabet, than have his 

“mowledge, and his Manners together : for ¢s 4 
Q much 


~~ vs) 
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much as I value Learning, | valueGood Sence, 
and Common Civility more. 

A Good Critic is rich in his own Store ; 
he has a fure Fund of Good Judgment and 
True Knowledge, which he can truft to up- 
on all Occafions, without needing to rifle his 
Neighbours : but an Il] Critic, who fets up 
the Trade without a Stock to manage it, 
muft be perpetually upon the Plunder : the 
great Emplovment of his Sagacity is, to find 
out Hints in Odd Corners of Books, where, 
*tis probable, no-body elfe will look for ’em ; 
the chief Exercife of his Judging Talent lies 
in diftinguifhing, what Borrow’d Notions he 
may moft fafely put off for his Own, and with 
the leaft danger of being Difcover'd. | 

A man of a f-und and well weigh’d Judg- 
ment is afraid always of ftanding by himfelf 
in a New Opinion ; but a Smatterer in Criti- 
cifm is bold, and fsrward; loves to maintaig 
Paradoxes, and to defie the World. ’Tis 
enough to make him think a thing true or 
falfe, that every-body elfe has thought the 
contrary: for he has no way of Diftinguifh- 
ing himfelf, but by being Singular. 

A Critic Really fuch, always proportions 
his pains to the difficulty of the matter he is 
engagd in, and dwells upen things more or 
lefs, as they want more or lefs to be dwelt 
on: buta Pretender is conftantly improper 
and impertinent in his Learning ; where the 
Knot of a Difpute is, there You find him 
very referv’'d and filent; but he lets loofe al) 
his Criticifms upon You in plain points, that 
No-body is in danger of mifunderftanding. 

Se 
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So have I feen the loft Clouds pour 
Into the Seas an Vfele[s Shower 5 


Whilff the vex'd Sailors curs’d the Rain, 
For which Poor Shepherds pray'd in vain. 


To compleat the Charaéter of a Critic, it {i 
“is requifite, that he fhould write well in that 
| Way he pretends to cenfure ; and be a Good | 
| Pattern, inorder to be thought a Good Judge. 
| The Ancient Criticks were generally fo, as | 

Ay iffotle, and Longinus, Tully, and Quintilian : or 
| but Some now alive have ventur’d to Criticize 
| upon the Performances of very fine Péns,while 
_ they themfelves had the worft in the World; 
| and have fet up for Judges of Good Writing 
| by a Taft form’d upon the Opiniens, and in 
_ @ Stile drawn from the Expreflions of Modern 
| Prefaces and Comments. 
| *Twere endlefs to reckon up all the Parti- 
| culars that diftinguifh their CharaGers ; in- 
| ftead on’t, take a Reflection or two which 
_ Monfiear St Ewremont *, (a Fine Writer, and + Chee 
| a Good Judge) has made on this Subjec. méleés, 
Troifieme 
IL have feen (fays he ) of Late Years, Great oes 
| Critichs in abundance, but few Good Judges. ** 
That Learned Tribe is my Averfion, who are per- 
petually bufie in reftoring corrupted Paffages, that 
wher reftor'd are at laft worth nothing. They fet 
the higheft Price on fuch Knowledge, as one would 
chufe to be without 5 and know leaft of thofe things 
which moft deferve to be known. Having no fine | 
way of thinking and {peaking themfelves, they ean | 
mever enter into the Delicacy of angther Man’ s 
Zhoughe or Expreffiion, They would fucceed very 
q) 2 melt 
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well in explaining and commenting upon a Gram- 
aa marian; for His mind is thrown into much the 
A fame Mould with Theirs, and his Studies have 
BRAN lain the fame way: but when they come to one of 
I He the Senfible bs Welibrea Writers of Antiquity, 
Py they neither veli{h, nor underftand bim. His Sence , 
ie a and way of Thinking, muft needs be lock’dup s0’em 3 
ea tis fo very different from their Own. In Hiftory, 
Pea ta they know nothing of Men, er Affairs, they turn 
Mt all to Chronology, and fo they be but able to tell 
‘ui You, what Year Such an One was Conful, they 
care not whether they ave acquainted with his Cha- 
rattler, or the great Events that happend in his 
Time. Cicero with them goes only for a Maker of 
Orations,Cefar for a Writer of Commentaries, 
the Conful, and the General, are loft to’em. The 
Genius that an‘mates their admirable Writings ts 
not felt 5 the Remarkab-e and Inftruélive Paffages 
there are not obferv d. 


I beg the Dr’s Pardon for leading him into 
fuch Writers as Brayere, and Se Exuvremont, 
who think weil, and {peak Juftly, and quote 
little ; I know, upon all thefe Accounts, they 
are not for his Yaft: to oblige him therefore, 
1 will throw in a Little Latin here from the 
Preface of a Modern Critic ; and | hope it will 
go down with him thé better for the fake of 
the Place where J find it. Afte Criticum, fays 
my Author, oz Pedagogico Faftu tumentem, aus 
Farragine quadem Sejuna Eruditionis onuftum for- 

: mare aggreffus fum, fed non minus Fudicio quam 

Memoria [ua utentem 3; & qui probe calleat, quam 

ii | pauca penitus in Veterum Monusmentis intelligamus, 
HW idedq;, Modefte de aliis judicet, & ab Omnibus di- 
yf {cere fit paratus. Volo eum ante omnia nits intelli- 
gere 
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gere quid Vereres velint , & fibi diligenter cavere, 


ne Opinetur fe Scire quoek Nefciat *, Which Prt ad 


Good Meafures had Dr Zeztley, in his Criti- P 
cal Studies and Attempts, vouchfaf’d to ob-* 
ferve, he had fav’d himfelf and Me the trou- 
ble of this Public Difpute about Phalaris: He 
hac not rafhly enter’d the Lifts upon.an Ar- 
gument which heis by no means a Mafter of ; 
nor begun an Indifcreet Controverfie,wi ithout 
confidering where it might End. 

He threatens me and the World with fome 
further Remarks of this kind in Latin: 1 am 
not, I confefs, very apprehenfive of that; be- 
caufe, if he had intended to write in that 
Tongue, it had been proper to have done it 
at firft: for in that Tongue the Reflection, 
that has given him all this Uneafinefs, was 
written; and in that Tongue thereforeone 
would think it fhould have been anfwerd, and 
this whole Controverfie manag’d. But what- 
ever He may do, I cannot promife him that 
No other Language will be employ’d againit 
him; nor that the Enquiries of Some, whom 
he has affronted, will not be exte ended a little 
farther than thefe Differt ations. 

I was indeed in hopes, when I firft put Pen 
to Paper, that the Difpute would have lain 
purely between Us Two, and have been deci- 
ded by an Appeal to the Learned Men of our 
Own Nation; but I[ find the matter is not 
likely to reft here ; Dr Bentley’s Boatts of his 
Correfpondence abroad, and of the Compli- 
ments that from thence have been paid him, 
have made it neceflary to fet Him ard his Per- 
formances in as true a Light towards Foreign- 
ers,as they do, or will appear in here at Home: 
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particularly to. let Monfieur Spasheim, and 
Monfieur Greviws know, how miftaken they 
have been in placing their Civilities upon One 
that does not deferve ’em; and can never be 
valu’d, but where he isnot known. 

If. therefore J have not made ufe of ‘all the 
Advantages againft Dr Bentley, which he has 
given me, nor difplay’d ._ Him fully in all his 
Colours ; thofe Defects, I hope will foon be 
fupply’d by a Better Hand, that intends to do 
right to the Subject, and to tke Dr’s Cha- 
racter, ina Tongue that will laft longer, and 
go further : for, fince Dr Bentley has appeal’dto 
Foreign Univer fities, to Foreign Univerfities he 


mult go. 
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~¥Y Had laid together fome Short Remarks 


upon the Reft of the Dr’s Appendix, 
which were intended to accompany 
Thefe- but I fhall be oblig’d to leave 
England before 1 can put em into Ore 


'der. However, I cannot part with the Dr, 
| till I have given him my Thoughts of his 


| Performance one4/op; andexamimd, whe- 
ther he has any better Grounds for oppofing 


his Judgment to Sit Wiliam Temple’s, tn the 


} cafe of the Fables, than in that of the Epiffles, 


I cannot flay long enough on the Subje& to 


- doright to it; but what I fhal be able to 
fay, will, 1 hope, fofficiently prove, that the 
 Reafonings and Difcoveries in this latter part 
of his Work are perfe- ily of a piece with 


thofe we have already had to do with ; and, 
let him difpute againft Phelaris, or.e4ifop, or 
Q 4 what 
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what elfe he pleafes, that Dr Bently will be 
Dr Bentley ftill. ra me 

He fets out well —J am glad, fays he, to 
find a good part of the Work done ready to my 
hand. For Monfieur Bachet, Sieur de Meziriac, 


*Differt. has writ the Life of AEfop in French *. ‘Which 


Life the Reader now fuppofes that Dr Bentley 
has read, and found to agree exadtly with his 
own Sentiments ; but to his furprize’twill ap- 
pear, that the Dr has neither read it,nor feen 
it : for in the Next Line he confefles that he 
coutd never meet with it. So that he finds his 
Work done to his hands ina Book that he 
has not yet found: Books Loft, and Books 
not yet come to his View, are as in{tructive 
to Him as any Books in his Study. There is 
no dealing with fuch a Profound Scholar as 
this, who is as well read ig what he hasnot 
feen, as inwhat hehas. But perhaps here, 
as in Other cafes, he has his accounts at Ses 
cond Hand; not fo neither, he is purely up- 
on the Conjecture ; and can guefs from the” 
great Learning of the Author knowz to him by hye 
Other Works, that he hasin a manner exhanfted 
the Subjet. That is, by his Mathematical 
Notes upon Diophantus he can guefs what he 
lays upon eA/op’s Fatiles. But, methinks, ’tis 
a little nicely guefs’d, that Aveziriac has in a 
* manner exhaufted the Subje&-: why fhould not 
a Man, that had written fo well upon Djophan- 
tus, have quite exhaufted it? I begin now to 
suefs fomething too; and may be able to make 
out my Guefs, e’re J] ama Month Older: I 
am going into a Country, where Aéeziriac is, 
Yfuppofe, to be had ; and, when I have feen 
him, perhaps I fhall find, that Dr Bentley has 
3 a4 1een 
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feen him too ~ tho’ he forgotten it. 
For he pretends to prefent us here ovly with 
fuch Things as have efcap'd the Obfervation of 
Others, and I now know him fo well, that! 
fufpect him a Courfe whegever he fets up for 
Difcoveries. The Bufinefs of Ocelus has givem 
us One Remarkable Inftance of this kind ; and 
this fmall Piece we are upon will prefently, 
even withoutthe help of Aeziriac, afford us 
Another. 

The firft of his few loofe Things which he fan- 
cies have efcap'd the Obfervation of Others, 1s, that 
ris very uncertain if (he would fay whether) 
FEfop himfelf left any Fables behind him in Wri- 
ting. This Hint hasI believe efcap’d the Ob- 
fervation of Others: for they that have ob- 
ferv’d any thing about it, have obferv’d the 
contrary. lhe Phrafe of Antiquity is the 
fame, when they mention any thing ofe4i/op’s, 
as it would have been, wad they thought 
oAifop really to have wrote it ; the Ancients 
quote him juft as they do Other Authors ; 
whenPlato, Ari(totle, Ariftophanes,? lutarch,Galen, 
Themiftius, Gellius cite any thing fram him, ’tis 
Gs Eon ws EPATKE Hs ACM, xT FP” Asowmmerj x? ¥ Augamre 
psbor, inquit, &c. And how would they have 
exprefs’d themfelves otherwife, it-4/op’sWri- 
tings had confefledly lain before them? Dr 
Bentley {ure will not be fo Captiaus as to fay, 
that thefe Forms of Speech are not exprefs 
enough; among all Authors that quote from 
others, os fan and os eater, are Equivalent, 
and us‘d indifferently. . Bifhop Pearfon has 
largely prov’d this in his Vindicie Ignatia- 


oO 


ye *, againft Daillee who laid hoid of this * Par. s4 
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And I the rather referr the Dr tothat Income 
parable Work, becaufe he confeffes, with fome 
fhame, that he had either never read it, or utterly 
# Difert. forgot it *. A good account of his Acquain- 
212. tance with one of the Firft Books in the~ 
World, in the Way of his Profeffion! They 
that read Books at this rate, will be fure to 
write Books that will be fo read But not 
to forget our bufinefs —~ The Word %rcelev 
it {elf isapply’d to e4&/op, as an Author, by 


(ay Rose meyTov ovyfer- 


char Tes xvOus’ 129 uy 


Cb "E390 leva ey Asigais 
wurs cuupavTe ev CrAlors 
GC’. udaroy’) myes can TAs 
ceomroy Amronslucta. yepee- 
Qenell (hOvore 


(c) Suidas explains ena- 
wormage by ropes, in that 
very place. 


Suidas, Apbthonius (a), and 
others - What Suidas fays, 
deferves a Refle@tion ; his 
Words are (6), Efop wrote 
Tmo Books of what befel hin 
at Delphos; but Orhers are 
rather of Opinton that he wrote 
nothing but Fables (c). So that, 
tho fome doubted whether he 
wrote any account of what 
happen’dto him at Delphos,yet, 


according to Suidas, no-body doubted but that 
he wrote Fables. Enjtatkiw calls him exprefly 
NOt acyowads only, but uvdaygaeG s expounding 
+ fd inic the one by the other --. The Words teo of 
cium Ilia: the Old Scholtaft on Ariftopbanes are fo full, 1 
dis A. ghink, as not eafily to heeluded; 6 “ArwarG, 


€é)Sch. in 
PH. L1s4e 


fays he, ev rots pubes me avira atya (d), Thatfew 
fay in terms, he was a Writer, is becaufe 
No body had any fufpicions to the contrary : 


and when the Doubt was not ftarted, nor 
thought of, there was no need to guard againft 
it. Ihave produc’d fome Ancients that fay, 
he did write; Dr Bentley does not pretend 
to inftance in any that fay, he did wot : in- 


ead 
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iftead of that, his beft Arguments for this li 
(New Point are thefe that follow: | 
| The Old Man im Ariftophanes (fays he *)* P. 136. } 
earnt his Fables in conver ation, tualev ty Suucealen 
[In which of his Digtionaries does Sujcxée:oy fig- 
nifie Converfation? Or is it neceflary that 
what was learnt ata Fea/f muft be learnt in 
‘Converfation ° might it not be a part of 
itheir Feftival Entertainments, to have fomc 
jagreeable Book read to them ? and might not 
| eAfop fometimes be that Book ? If this might > 
ibe the Cafe, then the Old man might learn 1 
his Fables at a Feaft, and yet learn’em out of 
a Book too. But fuppofe he did not, allow- 
‘ing that he learnt em in Converfation ; what 
follows from hence ? that becanfe the Fa- 
[bles of «4fop were in every-bodies mouth, 
-and told at their Meals, by way of entertain- 
ment, therefore there was no written Colle@i- 
on of’em, they were preferv’d all by Memo- 
‘ry. If this be Criticifing, Iam fare, Criti- 
‘cifing has nothing to do with Reafoning, 
‘By the fame way of Deduction will I prove, 
that we have not a Written Creed now, nor 
ever had one: for have not all People from 
‘the Rife of Chriftianity down to this Time 
‘learnt it, without the help of a Book ? and 
-is it not plain therefore that the Creed is pre- 
“ferv’d by Memory only, and has never heen 
“committed to Writing ? . 

The Dr produces a Second’Paflage in A+ 
“frophanes, where one mag reproaches anothers 
“[gnorance, thus «8° "Ascazoy medrixes, You have J 
not read fo muchas Afop; for fo he himfelf v 

tranflates it: from wheuee, he fays, one might | 
conslnde, thas FEfop wrote his own Fables. Tf _~ 
they Be 
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they were his Own Fables, one might pret- 
ty fafely conclude that he wrore’em ; for thofe 
Writings are the moft properly a man’s Own, 
which he writes. But Dr Bentley, it feems, 
concludes from this very Paffage, ( I cannot 
imagine How) that /op did not write ’em, 
Till he tells us, by what Wonderful means he 
got to this Conclufion, I can fay nothing to 
it. But as for his Occafional and Weighty 
Debate, whether or no es” "Arcwrroy meraTnxas¢ be 
a Proverbial Saying /pokem of Jiliterates * 51 can 
fee no manner of reafon why it was brought 


- in here, but meerly for the pleafure of con- 


tradi@ing Erafmus, and Scaliger : Proverb, or 
no Proverb, I think,- it equally proves, that 
there were Fables at that time, which went 
under the Name of e#/op; and what advan- 
tage can be made of this, muft be againft Dr 

Bentley. 
The Clofing Argument, that winds thefe 
Proofs up into a Demonttration, is a Paflage in 
Plato's Phado, where Socrates) 


+ 8s aeoxeigus EX OV» 4 fays{- Among the Fables of Afop 
SOISCL Ubss Tas ~Ascwr had at band. and remember d * 
WEITERE Tee gi OG Thad at band, ana remember a”, 
He, TETOV EMMIS OF TE” — T put thofe mto Verfe, that firft 


Zorg EveTuyoy . 5 nigel 
* Or, knew a) be His. OCeur a [0 Me; fi om whence 


the Dr fhrewdly obferves chat 

Gocrates does or fay,that be made ufe of aBook of 

Fables: and from his not faying fo would have 

us believe that there was no fuch thing as a 

Book of e#/op’s Fables in Socrates's time. Socra: 

es was now in Prifon, and.in obedience to a 

Divine Admonition thought himfelf oblig’d to 
do fomething in Poetry:he pitch’d upon <4/op, 
putting into Verfe fuch of his Fables as oc- 
curr’dtohim ; and, if we may guefs by what 
we 
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| we have left of his doing,fuch Fables occurrd 
‘to him as were neareft hisOwn Cafe. |\ow 
| what need was there of having recourfe to 

a Written e4/op, for that, which he and every 
body remember’d ? or what wonder was it, 
‘that he had not the Book by him in Prifon? 
‘why, we are not fure that, at the particular 
point of time when he did thefe Fables in Pri- 
| fon, he had fo much asPen and Inkallow’d him. 
| This is what might be faid, fuppofing imsd- 
uw to fignifie, rememberd, as Dr Bentley tran- 
'flates it: but, with his leave, [think the Mar- 
ginal fence 1 have given of the word is the 
‘truer, and that the Paflage ought to be thus 
'render'd 3 Among the Fables of Hlop I had at 
hand, and knew to be his, &c. for otherwife, 


there will be Three * expreflions in this fhort * aeoy4- 


fentence, that fignifie much the fame thing, pss «ov, 


over and over agen : a faultin writing, which 127"¢#«# 


ols @par 


Dr Bentley might eafily fall into, but Plato 
hardly could. Andif this be the true tran- 
flation of the Words, they plainly, I think, 
imply, thatSocrates did make ufe of a Book of Fa- 
bles; whereas our Critic produces ’em to fhew 
he did not. 
Of the Three Paflages then, which he has 
brought to prove A:/op no Author, Two of 


OVe 


em +, if they prove any thing, provedire- + 2s’ *Ar- 
&ly the contrary: and the Other * proves @70v 7% 


id 
WLTHLAS® 


nothing, but that Dr Bentley has read fome- * 
body, that has read Ariffophanes. 


we © 4 : P p 
This is the {rrefiftible Evidence,with which &c. 
Dr Bentley has taken upon him to confront * tuabes 


the Opinion of Two Thoufand Years; fuch <¥ 74H 


Evidence,as one would not admit againf{t S:m-°* 


mias Rhodins, to rob him of the honour of his 
Egg, 


RS Vee. ( A oF 9 a 


Tose GyeTU- 


BS MeO YE 
a as 
4S Et X OV > 


* See the 


Paffage be- 
fore quoted 
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Egg, or his Hatcher. Is it fit, that Men fhould 
make ufe of their little Skill in Letters, their 
Conjectures, their Fancies, their Dreams, to 
attack the Reputation of our firft Mafters in 
good writing? is it grateful, with fuch 
groundlefs Sufpicions as thefe to fall upon the 
Father of Moral Fable, whofe happy way of 
conveying knowledge has been ever fpoken 
of with fo much Refpeé, and been of fuch 
ftanding Ufe to Mankind? Has Dr Bentley 
{worn to be at defiance, with every Man that 
writes Mafterly in his way? Sir William Tem- 
ple,l believe,could not be better pleas’d than in 
being affronted in fo very Good Company.Let 
me tell our Critic,what Ihave heard from Wife 
Men,that Confidence and Paradoxesare not the 
true way to a Lafting Reputation;that the firft 
point ofModefty and Senfe is never toContra- 
dict the whole World Needlefly; and the next 
to that, to be fure never to do it, but upon 
very good Grounds. 

The Dr often gives me an Occafion to pnt 
him ia mind of this Truth; and more than 
Once in the very Paffage we are upon : where 
he has laid hold ofa Carelefs Expreffion in 
Laertins (a Writer of hisOwn Form) to op- 
pofe Plato’s Account of Socrates, or rather So- 
crates’s Account of himfelf. Laertius, he fays, 

Seems to hint that Socrates did but One Fable: 
and this feeming Shadow of an Hint, even 
from Laertius, is to bear down the Exprefs 
Authority of Plato, who fays he did Seve- 
ral*. The very Spirit of Arhenaus is got in- 
to him, who + undertook to difprove fome of 
the moft Remarkable Particulars of Socrates’s 
Life recorded in Xenophox and Plato, by the 

very 
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ivery fame Negative Way of Arguing, that 

| Dr Bentley makes ufe of again{t Phalaris and 

‘e#fop , the Silence and Pratermiffion of _Au- 
thors(a): May, and expreffes himfelf in the (a) Dice: 
fame Mannerly Way too, calling Plato, the?: 64- 
beft-bred Man in theWorld, Dog, and Lyar + 
covertly indeed, whereas Dr Bentley has be- 


itow’d much the fame Ti- 
tles (b) on thofe Hedifputes 
againft, bluntly and openly. 
‘But the Impartial Cafanbon 
| takes the part of thofe Great 
Men, againft his Author ; re- 
| proves hisRudenefs, and con- 
‘fates his Reafonings ; and 
: fhews him to be, as Confident 
_ Clowns generally are, all over 
-miftaken (c). The Men of 
‘Letters, I hope, will excufe 
this Freedom ; No man is 
-readier thanI am to value 
| Atheneus for what he ought to 
be valid, the Fragments and 


(6) Leucon carries -ope 
thing, and his Afs anopber. 
P. 74. 


-—/omething Uy ecu lito a ly at 
J OO v nA 

7 = pe atK j 190 te ane 

befides a pretty lavention. 


Pe 17 


(¢) Dr Bentley has ventw- 
red to make ufe of thef> very 
Exploded “rguments, of <i 
thenzus, to difcredit Socra- 
tes’s Epift les 3. and ufbers 9 
in with this Glorigus Cha 
ratter, Among other Errors 
in Chronology for which 4 
theneus chaftiles Plato. . Diff. 


ti Qo? 
Ps 7D 


bea (73 


| Remains of Antiquity which he has preferv’d: 
| but, to fee him infolently tranipling on Great 
Names, is what I cannot bear without Indig- 


‘Nation. 


I need noTranfition from hence to Dr Bent- 

| fey 5 who, taking it now for granted, that Rfop 

| did not write his Own Fables, will tellus, Who 

wrote ’em for him. Demetrius Ihalereus he 

thinks to have been the ficft that committed them 

| to Writing * : And if Others fhould think that * P. 138. 
he was not the Firft, they wov'd have fome- 

what betrer Ground for their 


Wh oni ‘ 
Thought than 


He has; for, without infifting ou the Paflage 


in 


Mt 
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in Plato, they haye -Ariffophanes, and his 
Scholiaft (either of whofe Words may be. ta- 
ken inthis cafe, I hope, a little fooner than 
Dr Bentley's) to countenance their Opinion. 
Ariftophanes, in the Paffage mention’d by 
Dr Bentley, plainly intimates, that there was 
a Book of e#/op’s Fables in Avs time; and Ais 
Time was before Demetrius’s. ’Ous® *Aiwmy § 
wemitnxes, is, ne fopum quidem legit: : thus, 
the Scholiaft interprets it 3 wemlzmas avei te 
aveyves ; ths the ufe of the word zezizixa, In 

otherAuthors || proves it ought 


}; Plato, in his Phedrus, 
has employed it juft in thes 
QANNET, BAAL ANY ovye, Le- 
clay aoToy Wem aTNLes Ly pl 
Bas? ps 273-16, Tifiam ip- 
fum accurate trivifti, perlegi- 
Ri. Serranus has miftaken the 
Sence of it, and rranflated it, 
Graviter peffum dedifti. 


to be tranflated; and, whichis 
more than all, Dr Bentley him- 
felf has thus render’d it, You 
Lave not read fo much as FEfop. 
How could -4fop be read ata 
time, when he fuppofes that, 
there was no Collection of 


eAfop’s Fables committed to 
| writing ? It happens indeed 
now andthen, that Books are wrztten without © 
being Read (Some of Dr Bentleys Works © 
will be a Proof of this) but it can never hap- 
pen, I prefume, that any Book fhould be read, 
without being written. There is another Paf- 
fage in Ariftophanes’s Eiglu'n, where, fpeaking 
of the Eagle, he has thefe Words, | 


"Ey mia Ascalore Abpoes eEnuechn 
Miv@ mravav cs Osks apryper@< 


The Fable he referrs to, is that of the Eagle 
andthe Beetle, whichis in the prefent Col- 
lection ; and, I think, he manifeftly quotés 2. 
Colleétion of Fables extagtin His Time P Pitt 
uke 


a ory ” a Oe el (7 


——. 
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fare, had he intended to quote fuch a Colle- 

ction, he could not have us’d Words that 

would more plainly have expre{s’'d his Mean- 

ing. Toreturn to my point therefore, if 

there was a Written e#fop. in _Ariftophanes’s 

| time, then Demetrizs Phalereus could not bethe 

Firft whocommitted HAop?s Fables to Writing. i 
All the mention we have of this Perfor- ! 

ance of Dimetriusisin Laertius, who {ays i 

It was cal’ Awsarax, and ’Awertedoy Abyay Suve- 

yewyats by which, it feems to Dr Bentley, that 

they werein Profe', and if it fhould /eem to any- 

body elfe, that they were in Verfe, they have 

juft as muchReafon for their Fancy, as he has : 

unlefs by his Divinirg Faculty, he can, from 

the Titles being in Profe, fmell out that the 

Work wasfo. . Some, he fays, may imagine, that 

they are the Same that are now extant : Some ! 

who ? not Mezirijac 1 hope, becaufe he has 

not feen him. But, whoever thefe fome be, 

Dr Bentley is again{t ‘em. I mifh (fays he) 

they were [the fame that are now extant] for 

bthen they would be well writ, with fome Genius and 

| Sprrit (2). How are we to take him? Would ™ Differ. 

| Demetriuss Fables have been better than they 12°: 

rwere, if they had been ftill extant ? or would 

)the Fables’ that are extant, and by fome 

Vafcrib’d to Demetrius, be better than they are, 

bif Demetrius had wrote’em ? Had Dr Bentley 

pwiflyd ‘that Demetrius’s Fables were {till ex- 

itant, it’had been a Kind With; becaufe Desme- 

btrius is thought a better Writer than He that 

|compos’d thefe Fables : but to wifh Deze- 

jtrins’s the fame that are now extant, is to wilh | 

his Fables no better written, nor with more | 

Genius Or Spirit, than thofe we have. 

(ae R Whon 
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Whom have we now after Demetrius ? why, 
Some-body, that wrote the Mvé.x2, and might, 
for ought any-body knows, be before him. 
For Suidas, the only Man the Dr finds that 
mentions thefe Mu9,2, giving no intimation of 
the Author’s Age, we are utterly ata lofs 
bu IU el where to fix him; unlefs Dr Bewley can help 
Bee us out here, and by looking into his Mouth | 
PERN iti tell us of what Age his Greek is. Probably 
Li he was of no One Age; the Modo or Mu§ne if 
a Verfe, like our Prefent Collection in Profe, 
a were, “tis natural to think, made up from fe- 
ay veral Authors that wrote in feveral Times ; 

a amoneft which Babrins himfelf (the next Au-7 

7 thor ke mentions ) might) 

(6) BrBala xe, fays have but a Share, tho’ a very 
Suidas. _,  Jarge one (6): for we find 

(c) Ba per widys 770! bim often quoted together 
pause: Suidas 10 Xoelapy- , : 

BG Bae® ey Tole wv" with, and as it wereunder the 
oH Otis Suidas in yards Common Title of Mofo or 
| BaBeias, pubus # or uv Mubrd (c); and, by the bye, 

f ate a F weL eT not to Scazons only,but Flexa- 
See MANOS SS meters too (“F) 5 which, if it} 
THRE CE were a Miftake of Swidas, 
> might probably arife from his finding him 
mix’d with the Other. Writers of the 
Mulia: but fam very unwilling to think it a} 
Miftake, becaufe the Verfesare fine ones, and) 
worthy of Babrius. Whether this Guefs of 
mine be right or no, “tis fomewhat better 
founded than the Drs, who judges thefe pubae! 
to 


oa Se 


nA EO 


~ / ero, - e ? / F 
(4) Oeyra per cAanatoty SrmPeny pus Sota, 
Ov net Jopnee Caovtes* 0 acy “Tl velop epiyalen . 
‘Epesnet’s 06 DE Aopaolory bw dqvercv rpeger av S Fav” 
i Suidas in ¢tespeny® 


4 
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| to have been written all in’ Elegiac Verfe, ke 
§ caufe he finds wnder this Title Two Pentame 
§ ters quoted.; and befides, in Three different 
} Places, Three Hexametets, which might-have 
no Pentameters after them ; and(to. frengthen 
his Inference yet farther ) another In {tance of 
| Two Hexameterstogether. . This the Read et 
| will find to bea true State of the Cafe, if he 
| will take the trouble of confulting the. Para- 
| | Staph, where thisNew Thought is in as New 
a Manner furprizingly well i handl'd. 
|. I had likehere to have overlook?dOne Con- 
| fiderable Branch of the Dr’s Difcovery,where 
he informs us, that thefe Fragments of the 
| Mudie belong to the Ffopic Fables, which, he 
fays, has not yet been obfervd, that ihe «nem 
of (2), I -believe no. body ever read _ thefe (2) piste: 
Fragments but obferw’d it ; however they p. 236. 
kept their Obfervation to themfelves, becaufe 
they knew no-body could read ’em * without 
bobferving it. For to what elfe could) Frag- 
ments of Fables, written after the manner of 
Afop, belong , but to the eA#fopic. Fables ? 
which Title is $ known to comprehend not on- 
ly theFables fuppos’dto have been written by 
| Afop himfelf , butall Others, fram'd after his 
| Model: 
| The Reader remembers, that after Demes 
trius came Some-body, who might as well, for 
any thing we know of his Time, have come 
before him. Now after Mus Some-body comes 
One Babrius *, who has the advantage indeed * Distes: 
of our Laft Author in toate a Name,and no p- 146. 
lotherwife: for his Time is. equally. a Secret 
tous. Avienus, tis true, by the Order he has 
plac’d him in, feems to think he was before 
WZ Lhe- 
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Phedrus. but how little, or how long before, 
no body can determin. So that this Babrias, 
that liv’d we don’t know When, comes after 
an Author, we don’t know Who, and equally 
living we don’t know When. 

The Chronology of Babrius being thus 
fettl’d, the Dr proceeds to his Character ; 
and fays, he was a Writer of Size and Quality « 
Tagree with him in his Meaning, tho’ his 
Wording of it bea little Particular. Babrins 
was indeed, as far as we can guefs by the 
Small Remains we have of him, a very valua- 
ble Author, and deferv'd to have liv’d as well 
as Phedrus himfelf: He has not been loft fo 
long as Phedrus was ; may he be recover’d as 
entire! His Draughts are all Natural, his 
Expreffion Lively, and his Turn of Verfe Nu- 
merous and Proper. But the Dr has by no 
means done rightto his Character in the In- 
ftances he has given us to Judge him by ; which 
are cited imperfectly Both, and the Laft of 
’em extreamly to hisdifadvantage. The Firft, © 
about the Sick Lyon, which the Dr has thus 
quoted, 

beel TIS VEG@ 
Keuvoy eBiBanz’, tx aanbes td pouvev" 


be may pleafe thus to fupply, 


Olxos €0% annauyy@ (*) YEA TS yEoe 
, wey, 
Kayvev ¢BeBanr Sco 


| To the next, Spizas 4 yal rbwexBoge gaads@ xoians, 
He may add thefe Two Beautiful Verfes, 
Kor 


Repeat RITE AE RT AEE: - 


DRS SBOE RPGR ERTS NO FALMER 4 SR AEN ET I I EERIE RS TSE SEIS TRAE NL ETE LST 
- (*) Suidas, in anlavy&, where xasdowis,l fuppofe, a Corruption o 
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Kotpomeve Atoyt@-, eb reins *y ub Tans 
aridogpe 4) wds 62 Adwr ebupodn® 
| Dotkas die yl The, &c. Suid in perk aT payee” 
| and this (to his Eternal Scandal beit fpoken) 
| is a Plain Proof that he has not read over all 
| Suidas. Nay, Ihave reafon to fufpect, that 
| he is got no further than Kawra; which | ob- 
i ferve here to be the utmoft Line of his Cita- 
‘tions. I would not have the Reader flight 
i this Difcovery of mine; for "tis as confiderable 
| as any of Dr Bentley’s, that are purely his own. 
| To oblige our Critic, who is fo fond of 
| New Hints, I will fuggeft One to him, that 
| he may, if he pleafes, improve at his Leifure. 
i In the Scholia on Thucydides (p. 266.) there 
| is a Paflage quoted, & of 7#’Assdcrs puller 5 and 
| the words of ‘it are, 


| LA A06 aAAop doer al rcp 

g They et 7, Baars PrAOV CH UGLID GC GIP 

| Now here’s a New Author for Dr Benrity, 
| one that writ Fables alternately in Sca%ons 
| and Iambicks ; ot here’s a Proof at leaft that 
| Babrius (whofe Verfes thefe feem to be) did 
| not write all his Fables in Scazons unmix’d : 
| which may alfo be further confirm’d from this 
| paflage in Suidas *, quoted by him out of Ba- 
| brius,ee aviporot Dolev ED, card Palpores marcepavdsas 
| wves3 for it runs naturally into thefe Verfes, 

Pi — Pn idoka avOoarer 

"By, dard Suluoves Tarauvalos TEs: 

| R 3 I fug- 


(+) The firit Meafure of the Verfe requires that it fhexla 


ee 


| Numbers. 


* iT wen 
Acepavert as” 


A 


a > a 
Re | wanes 
be Pund ex 


| usp. But the Pasting w= more Lively, gecording to fthe Prejent 
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fuggeft this Thought to the Drto enrich 
D 0 rertation with, when he puts it into 
atin. After he has de ne fo, Some-body per- 
haps may fhew him, that ‘tis foundedona 
Miftaken Reading of hb fe two Pafleges 5 but 
tillthen, I fhall leave’em as I found ‘em. ; 
After thefe Light Skirmithes, De Bentley 
comes at laft to his Main Point; pretty early, 
1 thank him ; for he is not yet got quite Half 
way in his Remarks (that fhould be). upon 
e“fop. We now draws all his Forces ayainft 
the Prefent Sett ; and his arguments, I find, 
(making allowance for afew Stragglers, which 
I fhal] fetch into their Ranks) march in this 
Order. ' Firft he attempts to prove That 
Parcel of the Prefent Seet which Neveler put 


yi 


"out, to be younger thane#/op (2); in thle next 


pl ace, that it is even recenter than Babrius (b): 
and laftly, that the Other Parcel of ’em, 
which he afcribes to Plazudes, is yet Younger 
than Nevelit’s (4). 

Upon the Firft Article he performs very | 
notably ; he is to detect the whole CKXXVI 
to be Spurious ; Now would | willingly Com- 
pound for the Odd XXXVI (if our Critick will 
give me leave to callan Even Number fo) ; 
but how Many do Yon think he has dit. 
proy’d? No lefS than Ove ! and here endeth 
this Argument. 

Not being able to proceed any farther here, 
he drawsback, and falls once again upon his 
Firft Preliminary, that e&/op wrote no Fables ; 
which, having now waded deep in the Con- 
troverfie, he clearly perceives, becaufe the 
CXCIlld is told by Arifforle differently from 
what it isin A/op, and in ueqan differently 
fron 
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Wfrom what itis in Arifforle. Now here's a 
) Long Chain of defperate Confequences ; for 
Jif Dr Bentley has prov’d any thing, he has 
}prov’d Ten times more than he is awareof, 
Pf «A/op did not write this Fable, becaufe.4ri- 
i ftorle gives different Circumftances ofit ; then 
neither did Arzftorle writeit, becaule Lycian’s 
| Account of it is as different from His, as His 
jis from /Rfops. Nay, according to Dr Benr- 
i icy, neither has Lucian told this Fable, tho’? we 
| find it in his Works ; becanfe itis otherwife 
told in our prefent Sett, which the Dr fup- 
}pofes written by a Man more Modern than 
'He. All that can be gather’d from the Little 
| Varieties in the faine Fable, is, that they who 
had occafion to tell it, went no further than 
| their Memory for it, where the Main of the 
|-Fable, and as much as was for their purpofe, 
}lay. -And as for the Nice Cireumftances of 
| it, they either miftook ’em by accident, or 
| thought they could vary ’em for the bet- 
| ter. 
| 


This Digreffion has kindly fupply’d the 
| Roem of his Firft Attempt; in the \ext, be 
-endeavours at fomething that is really to his 
| Purpofe; and if his Proof were Fwd, and 
| were hisown, I,for my part,fhould thank him 
for the Difcovery : but asit is neither, | thall 
_take the liberty to fhew both That and Him 
| in their Proper Colours, and to do Jufticeto 
| the Dead whom he has pillae’d. 

| His Pretence, and his Wordsare, that the 
| Author of the Parcel which was publifid by Neve- 
| letus did nothing elfe but Epitomize Babrius, and 
: 
: 


| pur bien into Profe (a). Granting he didn’t, ta) Di 


5 
du ger » 


| whom are we to thank for this thought ?p, 143. 
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‘aS Dr Bentley fays, Himfelf ; for He> difcover’d 
fhid. ae (a). But there’s an Honeft Editor of the 
“42 )Or’s Acquaintance, a Man of a Fair CharaGer 
and who has not yet been convicted of any 
Trick, that puts in for the Difcoyery : let ug’ 
hear what he fays, and what the Dr can an- 
va fwer to it, | . 
A ta Nevelet, A Difcovery, at this time of day! 
ve why, found it out Fourfcore Years ago, and 
ie aed publifh’d it to all the World in my Edition of 
bE FE fop. 
ae — -Dr Beatley. What care I for Your Editi« 
ae on ? I found it out my felf. 

Nev. Not care for my Edition !/ You 
conftantly referr to’t, and make ufe on’t, and 

_quote my Preface() : doesn’t all your Difpute 
‘turn upon Wevelet’s Parcel? how can You pre- 
tend Ignorance ? 

Bent. 1 pretend to publihh fuch Things only 
as have efeapd the Obfervation of others; 1 have 
done fo, and I'll ftand to’t. 

Nev. Stand to what You will, ’*tis My 
Obfervation, and Pll wnmask You. Have not 
[ faid, after quoting a Scazon out of the Profe- 
Fables, Redolent hec ut plurima alia harum Fabu- 
larum Verfias lambicos + atq; utinam exftarent bé 
Verfus, unde hac defumpta funt , Babrium ip/um, 
quantum video, Integrum haberemus, cups jam 

°c) Not.in Ombram tantim & Epitomen babemus (c). What 
Fab. 157. have You faid more than this comesto? 

Bent. Yes; don’t call’em, asYou do, barely 

Viet Jambicks, \ call ’em Choliambicks, and Seazons 

i} befides, Youfpeak doubtfully, redolent bac, ut 

Whi hy plurima alia, Ve erfus Tambicos « but I {peak pofi- 

| tively; My Expreflionsare, There are mop fh 

hole 
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 fible Footfteps, This is a manifest turning out of 


Choliambicks “ 
zon ? 

Nev. You have indeed a Peculiar Way 
of Speaking ; but what elfe have You added 
to my Difcovery, befides Confidence ? You 
endeavour what You canto difguife what You 
take from me; but after al], there appears 
Upon you here and there zor only d Samenefs 
of Senfe, but a Samenefs of Words too, which 


Who doesn’t difcover bere a Sca- 


could not fall out by Accident *: and this is Your * Differt. 


» 6 Ae a Cea 


Own Way of tracing a Plagiary, The moft?-37 


Remarkable Hint of mine, Cujus jam EPITO- 
MEN habemus, don’t youtranilate it literally, 
and fay, that the Author of that Parcel did 
nothing but EPITOAIZE Babrins ? 

Bent. | don’t go upon Hints ; I have de- 
monftrated, ’tis my Thought, by fhewing the 
very manner in which I found it out. J dif- 
cover’d it by this means I obfery’d in’em feve- 
ral Paffages, that were not of a Piece with the reft, 
but had a Turn and Compofition plainly Poetical, 
as in the CCLXIMd Fable, which begins thus 
"Ov@ rarv(ag onbdo7 a, KwAdeEstne This 1 fam was 
4 Choliambie Verfe (4). 


(a) Differ. 


Nev. know where you faw it ; "twas in? 143+ 


my Notes upon this Fable, where I have 
thefe Words, “Or ruriCe: abacra, &c, Verfus 
lambicus Scazon ~~ 

Beat. But I improve upon this, and fay — 
I prefently fufpected that the Writer had taken this 
Out of Babrius. 

Nev, That’s the very Tranflation of my 
Words, that follow,—Qxales Babrias fersp/it, 
neg fatis [cto mues Babriz ipfixs. Now, el 

Ou 
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You had obferv’d feveral Footfteps of Scazons 
in the Fables, is it credible that You fhould 
take Your Firft Hint from that very Fable 


| cx ¢ di, which comes fo Late in the Book (4); 


,en the fame Hint might as well have been 
caken from feveral Fables before it ? Come é, 
come, Dr, this bears hard upon You ;. the 
Footiteps of Babrius are not near fo plain in 
the Fables, as the Foot{teps of my Notes are 
in Your Remarks. 


Bent. \ tread in No man’s Footfteps ; tis 
well known, I have declar’d loudly againft 
Filcbing ; do you think P'dtura F:lcher my Self ? 
Foreign Py ofeffors know me better. 


Nev. Vizzaniuw, and 1, know You better 
than They do; andthe World ina little time 
halk know You as Well as Wedo. You 
thought You might fafely injure the Dead; 
put the Living fhall do us right upon You, 
ffrip You of all Your borrow’d Plumes, and 
return ’em to their feveral Owners: You may 
tead Your Fate out of thefe Verfes of Virgil. 


Hiss Bentlejus ovat Spoliis, gaudetg; potitus. 
Nefcia Mens hominum Fati, Sortifq. uel 5 
Et fervare modum rebus fublata fecundis ! 

Ili tempus erit, magno cum optaverit emptum 
Sntattum Neveletum, & cum Spoliaifta, diemg; 
Oderit 


The Cafe between Nevelet and Dr Bentley 
is fairly reprefented in this Dialogue ; and if 
any-body ftill thinks that the Dr ftruck out 
this Hint purely by his own Sagacity, Vm fure, 
I fhall take no further pains to convince him ; 
ut go on to examine, how far the Difcovery 
weaches. Dr 


_—— —E————EE 
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On 


Fables of AEfop, Examin'd. 


Dr Bentley has inftane’d in six Several Fa- 
bles, in which he finds theTraces of Babrius’s 
Scazons, Inthe Tmo Firft he has pretty good 
Colour for what he fays; becaufe Suidas has 
preferv’d Three Scazons of Babrius, the 
Word is of which are moft of ’em tobe found 
jn thefe Two Fables, and very’ near in the 
fame Order. In the Four next he does not 
go upon fo good Grounds ; but indulges his 
Fancy,without having the Authority of Svidas 
to back him init, He finds out fome Words 
that willrun into Scazons, or Pieces of Sca- 
zons ; and, without any more ado, concludes 
from thence, that {Thefe were defign’d for 


' Scazons, and thofe Scazens were Babrius’s, 


That the Two firft of the Four have fome- 
thing of a Poetical Turn I agree with him , 

particularly the Conclufion of the Second, 
methinks, is Noble,‘and not. unbecoming Ba- 
brins. 


guys, AvyVt, Uo za° 

Toy ete peoy To ory trot SyAa Tet" 
The Reft are fo Flat, and fo Unmufical, that 
I can fearce ever think ’em defi ign’d for Ver- 
fes; orif they were, yet I have too great 
a Regard for Babrius, to think ’em His, Others 
befide Babrins might happen to turn a Fable 
the fame way ; Dr Bentley ought to know, 
that Callimachus did fo., As for One of em. 
the CLXV*, Dr Bentley very unluckily pitches 
upon it, to prove it tranfpros’d from Babrins, 
It begins i in the Profe, “Avie peromates 100 tpagetyat 
a XEV> a Sy PLbee vecLvss, ; jan mpso Buns, which the 
Dr fappofes to have been i in Babrius, thus, 


a ivi usTemAlos JU Eerogae ms A) as2) 
Qe peer i veavse, 4 Le mer Burnie: 
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A Good Judge of thefe things eafily perceives, 
that the Firft of thefe Verfes has nothing Har- 
monious in the Numbers, or Poetical in the 
Be ae Expreflion.of it; and would conclude there- 
as fore that this Fable was not taken from Ba- 
baa brins’s Scazons, tho? he had no other Evi- 
in dence of it. But it happens, that Two Ver- 
aia fes, truly Babrius’s, and relating to this Fa- 
Ft ble, are preferv’d in Swidas, which utterly 
eh: overthrow Dr Bentley's Criticifm ; for the 
ea | Wording of ’em does not in the leaft fall. in 
A with That of the Profe. The Verfts are, 


ie} i, et a “des aw > iS e ? e " > % 
h a Fay Sutd. (4) Tey xy TeLY OV éxesol 4 ey hie Leh 
e > 4 ry 
ME Emcece TE ES he? a Nae: 
of ge eka Ereusy ag Sugutuc asvnavsacsous (b)- 
a} LUE . 


Loft is a Vf the Profe Fable had trac’d Babriu fo nearly 

cviet in the beginning, it would havecarried fome 

oe “"" Refemblance to him throughout ; and there- 

emus: fore in Oxe of his Six Dr Bentley is Evidently 

! miftaken ; and muft guefs again, before he can 
make up his Number. | 

In the mean time I defire the Reader to 

take notice, that there are in Swidas Frag- 

ments of Babrius belonging to above Twenty 

Several Fables; and out of all thefe Dr Bent- 

fey has been able to produce but Two that 

have the leaft Agreement with our Profe Sett : 

the Reft are widely different intheir Expref- 

fion, as appears by comparing ’em with the 

particular Fables to which they belong ; which 

in moft Cafes may be done. with Certainty. 

Nay,we have one entire Fable of Babrivs,about 

1 iy the Swallow and Nightingale, and another large 

Ha | Fragment of Nive Lines, about the Priefts of 

Ht Cybele; and the Fables that anfwer to thefe 

in the Profé are now extant , and are fo far 

from 
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from refembling Babriw’s Verfes, that they 
have {carce a Word the fame with ‘em. 
With what Face therefore could Dr Bentley 
pronounce it Evidently apparent, that the An» 
thor of thefe Profe Fables did nothing elfe bus Epi- 


; , eae 
tomize Babrius * ? ?T would be‘full as good DP. £43 


Confequence, fhould one fay; becaufe we find, 
that Two or Three Fragments of Ennins, are 
with fome little difference plainly inferred 
into Virgil’s Eneid ; therefore ’tis Evident, thar 
Virgil did nothing elfe but tranfcribe Exnius. 
After Dr Bentleys way of Arguing, I could 
eafily prove, that all 2Veveler’s parcel is tranf- 


prosd, or (as he would call it) traduc’d}-, not t P. 143. 


from Old Babrins’s Scazons, but. the Modern 
Gabrias’s Yambicks. ‘* That they are more 
"Recent than Gabrias, I difcover’d by this 
*¢: means, I obferv’d‘in em fome Paflages that 
“hada Poetical Turn, as inthe 173d Fable, 


YO ‘ - n \ > £ 
URES KEKAS TIO TSS CUSEY ET aS 


This I faw was an Jambick Verfe; and (ha- 
ving firft feen it obferv’d in Neveler’s Note 
upon this Fable) I/prefently fufpected that 
it was taken from. Gabrias, and was foon 
confirm’d in my Judgment: for upon con- 
fulting his Verfion of the Fable, I found 
“this Verfethere. Whenceit Evidently ap- 
pears, that the Author of this Parcel did 
™ nothing elfe but enlarge upon this Sorry 
“*“Poet, and put him into Profe. 1 could go 
on producing Other Inftances of the kind, 
which would make out the Point about Gz- 
brias much more clearly and plainly than 
Dr Bentley has mace out His about Babrins 
byt Ihave a greater regard for my Own, and 
or 


GE 
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for my Reader’s Time, than to throw it away 
upon fuch Trifles. 

Tis fo far from being a Mark of Acutenefs 
to point outa few Scazons or lambicks in the 
Compafs of a Book, that, on the contrary, “tis 
hard to find a page of Greek Profe any where 
without em. _Arifforle has long ago obferv’d 
forthe Greek, and Tully for the Latin, that 
thofe Languages run naturally into this Sort 
of Metre; and that ’tis difficult even in Com- 


San (4) Melarce, meilvtov oye 


Mis AéyyTses’ Arift.Rhet-l.3.c.8. 
ft i Andagen —-pdaise 78 
| : AcnTILoy TOY UsTpoV TO bape 
Betov 621° onuetoy ‘De THT, 
Braise Wieupec Ae qusy 
er THLOWA SIAASKTO TH BESS 
aaAaAnass’ Poet.L.1.C. 3. 
Senarios & Hipponadteos 
we Bt) (i.e. lambicks and Scazons) 
effugere vix poffumus; mag- 
nam enim partem ex lambis 
moftra conftat Oratio. 
Cic. Orator. 


Vicky Hy FET ONL, 


| hee Meafure. 


BETeov "Lauper obzyfov) 


mon Difcourfe to avoid it (2); 
Nay, to fhow how little can 
be made of fuch Conjectures 
as Thefe;, I dare undertake to 
find in thefe Fables any Sort 
of Verfe that Dr Bentley thall 
pitch upon; and many more 
Verfes of fome Sorts, than 
the Dr has produc’d Scazons. 
I will give him an Inftance or 
two of this kind, to fhow how 
very fanciful ’tis poflible for a 
man to be. inthefe matters, 
with how very fmall Grounds. 


: The Fable of the Fly, in the Greek Profé 
runs thus, Muia emu 7 ess KUT ERY xpigT@s eready 
carn yeu tusiney,ton meds Cautien-et-A 290% 1 BeBea- 
WH AGA, KEY Savbayas they merce wor 
Now ’tis the Eafieft thing in the World tore- 
folve thefe Words into Hemi-iambs, or Ana- 
creonticks, with fome Slight Allowances in the 


Mu? éum(ov Ca xu Ten 
oe? A x 
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| And this Conjecture, I might fay, is fo much 
| the more probable; becaufe not only the Num- 
| bers, but even the Humor and Matter of the 
| Fable is Anacreontical. 

| Agen, in the Fable of the Nightingale aud 
| che Hawk, we have tiefe Trochaicks, 


"Aan evap appow av él, 
Ei tesple ev ye5ou étoiulw, &c. 


| Inthe Conclufion of the Fable of the Frog, 
| we have thefe Words, 


——ap dé a 
"Yd wp Ensgvbs, wos cvibnCoucde 3 


| Who doesn’t fee that this Fable was written 
| in Long and Short Verfes ? 

| That of the Lover and his Two Miftreffes is 
| told twice in the Prefent Collection; in the 
| Parcel printed before Neveler thus, "Avie zs 5 
| gl Exay spl Duo tyev érdegs, ula wey ree, rl J 
| éTiggy veay’ TéTON SY YeMs TAS ALAdaS TPLY Os ETIAALYs 
: os Rela terov OeauCa’ n Se via rs Matds, Bows ay 
| gory gadranesy excin?, wy overSO amdyTay Now the WS 
| greateft part of this will run naturally into 

’ Long and Short Verfe, 


“Avie ns oe ee C0 &@e © e © 2 © Ju bay ey CTU LES; 
[Ths a] wor vty pews, rid éreleay 32 véav" 
Verte & vty ypats ptdavas tpixos Lacey | enaage 
(Ex xepaans, avbss oY] ni ven res moAvsds® 
, > AN \ bd rg pcb 
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But 


+ Differs 
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But notwithftanding thefe near Refemblances 
of feveral Sorts of Verfe, that are to be met 
with in our Profe Fables, {1 am far from think- 
ing that the Fables in which they are found 
were written firft in Anacreontic, Trochaic, 
or Elegiac Meafure, and from thence made 
Profe ; and fhould any one pretend to prove 
it from hence, they would engage I think 
ina Ridiculous Attempt. The Compofers 
of thefe Fables might accidentally fo range 
their Words as to fall into thefe Meafures , 
the Beft and the Worft Writers often do fo, 
without being aware of it: In Sir Wiliam 
Temple's and Dr Bentley’s Englifh, how many 
Blank Verfes are there, which they themfelves 
never thought of, or intended ? and there- 
fore nothing, I fay, can be built upon fuch 
Vain and empty Conjectures. 

However, {0 well fatisfied is the Dr with 
his Performances of this kind, that he trium- 
phantly concludes, Thus have I prov'dOne Half 
of the Fables that carry the Name of Fifop, to be a 
Thoufand Years more Recent than He*>. His 
Proof, without any manner of Mifreprefenta- 
tion, or Ridicule, ftands thus. 

“ If out of an 136 Fables, Tmo, by leaving 
“* out Some, and putting in Other Words, 
‘* and changing the Order of ’em, looklike 
“ Two Fragments of Babrius preferv'd inSw- 
* das, then tis Ev’dent that thefe were tran{- 
“* pros’d from: Babrius : and if:in Four more 
there are fome Refemblances of Scazons, of 
which no Footfteps appear any where elfe, 
“* then thefe alfo were tranfpros’d from Sca- 
zons ; and thofe Scazons muft be Babriwm’s: . 
““and if the Paflages ia thefe Six Beg lay 

or- 
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| * borrow’d from Babrivs, then the whole 
)** Parcel of an 136 (among which thefe Six 
'*© chance to be found) are certainly Latér 
© than Babrius: and if they are Later than 
Babrius, (whofe Age we certainly know no 
© more of than that he liv’d before Avsenu;) 
** then they are certainly above a Thoufand 
Years more Recent than e4/op. 

_ Having by this Subtle Chain of Confequen- 
}ces drawn down the Date of Half the Fables 
a Thoufand Years below e4/fop, he goes on 
with the fame Clearnefs and Strength of Rea- 
fon to prove the Other Half more Modern 
than They. That theyare not from Ffop’s Own 
and, we may know, he fays, from the LX Xth, of 
the Serpent and the Crabfith, which is raken 
from a Scholion, or Catch, such older than FE- 


~ 


| Athenaus, who cites it, intimates nothing of 
ithe Age of it ; and if it were Older than 
| Efop, might not Ayfop take Occafion from it 
|to raife a Fable of his Own? So that the Dr’s 
|Proof has thefe two {mall Defects, that the 
| bottom on which he goes is a Precarious Af- 
fertion, and the Inference he draws from 
‘thence wild and unreafonable. 

_ After this, he objects againft a New Beaft, 
and a New Bird,to be met with in our prefent 
Sett, which were utterly unknown to all the 
Ancient Naturalifts. As to his Beaff, Bévevesy, 
tis, Lown, a New Sort of Monfter , and fo 
New, as not to be met with inthe Elder M5S 
lof Aijop,. nor even in feveral of the Modera 
ones. Voffins’s MS, and Two in the Bodley- 
| S. Libras 


25 


y) 


7 


dop(a). That this Scholion is older thane £fop, (a Differ: 
he has,1 believe,no manner of Authority to fay; ? *4° 
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Library, inftead of Bervpo certuyy7es, read, 

Bpaud 7 évesyrec : this Boone m “tislikely, might 

be S%y at firft,(which may be obferv’d through- 

out the Fables to be the Prey the Lyon gene- 
Kaisa rally feeds upon}) and from the Confufion of 
hence the. LHOfe Two Words, ty and ‘ugsvtes, our New 
Epithet of Sort of Beaft might eafily arife. 


fe » Re ib te > \ 9» © ° « , 
Bega pos Bega vs es xotalw aT egmty 1x1 Aéwy? Suidas in BsParos 


Perhaps too the Original of the word 

Beraass may be trac’d from the fame heedlef- 

nefs of a Tranfcriber. It might formerly 

have been “Outaais, the fame with “Opraass; 

*Optd- (as turdary @- is with dpraary@ B and the B, 

aryot, 6¢ Which ftood there for the Number of the Fa- 

wiz m- ble, being joyn’d to the firft word ~“Ouzgais, 
Fouevee might create this New Species of a Bird. 


IED OSO Ls 

VEoasel, 3 i a a4 3 Y Hef } ° 7 @) , ys f hi h 
Ck LASKTEUONES, % HPEMAS ER, #0) Gite in Opraatxos ?' Sor whic 
Nicander ules Ourdaryos* U upeetspuin Aefychius may be inter- 
preted Aves Penfiles, Birds bung up in Cages, the Wording and Mat- 
i ? 5 BES, 


ter of the Fable will fallin very naturally with this Guefs about”Ou- 
gaass ; for it begins thus, Bouraass wae 717@ Buetd'os expeeato-——~ 


‘But whether or no This be the way in 
which thefe Words crept into the Text, is 
not worth infifting upon; it feems plain to 
me that they fprung from fome Corruption 
of it, fince they are not to be met with,that I 
can find, inany other Author, Ancient or Mo- 
dern, or in any Other Fable of e4/op, but 
thefe Twoonly. And ifa Modern Corrupti- 
on of any place in a Book prove the Book it 
felf Modern, there is no Book but may be 
prov’d fo. 
~ Upon the fame falfe Ground his next Ob- 
jection about the Aebraifm is built: inftead 

fe) 
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Of Bos ev ti xapdla, Voffius’s MSS reads, isemx 
Sicdopiters Dr Bentley, who pretends to fuch 
a Sagacity ia the way of Critic, and talks as ifhe 
had confulted all the MSS of «4/op upon this 
occafion, fhould,methinks, have obferv’d thefe 
Various Readings, and have had the Skill to 
make ufe of ’em. 

There are yet Two Fables more inthis Sett, 
which the Dr will prove not to be eAfop’s., 
One, becaufe he finds it word for word al- 
moft in Apthowius (he means Aphthonius) : and 
it may be Aphthowivs found it word for word 
before in AE/op 5 and then we are as we were. 
The Other, he fays, is a Paraphrafe on the 
CCLXXXIVth in Nevelerus’s Parcel : and why 
may not that in Weveler beas well an Abridg- 
ment of This? 

Having laid down thefe Undeniable Premi- 
fes, he folidly concludes thus; This Colleétion 


THEREFORE is more Recent than that Other +. 4 Diflert: 


Never was the poor Particle therefore fo mi- 
ferably abus'd ; he has mention’d but Sjx Fae 
bles out of an Hundred and fifty, and has given 
us no tolerable proof that any One of thofe 
Six are Modern ; and yetin the Strength of 
what he has done ventures to pronounce the 
Whole Sett to befo, Either Dr Bentley muft 
be a very Thoughtlefs Writer, or hé muft 
hope to meet with very Thoughtlefs Readers: 
and fuch I am fure they muft be, if thefe ways 
of arguing pafs upon ’em. 

What has Our Critic then been doing all 
this while ? he pretends to prove, that the 
whole Three hundred Fables ave at leaft aThou- 
fand Years Tounger than FEfop ; he has attempt- 
ed this Proof particularly but upon Twelve of 

; pa them: 
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them ; and that ina very Weak Inconclufive 
manner. However, fhould I give him up 
thefe Twelve, and add Two hundred more to 
the account, and allow all thefe to have been 
Laterthan e4fop; yet ftill there are Enow 
left to fupport Their Pretences, who make 
eAfop an Author, and take Some of thefe Fa- 
bles to be Orginals of His Compofing. No- 
body imagin’d that All, or Half the Fables, 
that have gone under the name of A/op, are 
His; or that Any of ’em almoft are in the 
very fameWordsandSyllables, that they were 
in, when they came out of His hands. They 
have doubtlefsundergone fome more, fome lefs 
Alterations : butif under all thefe Changes {till 
the Same little Story in its chief Circumftan- 
ces, and the fame Simplicity in telling it ; the 
fame HumorousTurn of Thought, and in good 
meafure the fame Words too have been pre- 
ferv’d ; there is enough of AE/op left, where- 
by wemay make a true Judgment of his Spirit 
and Genius, and manner of Performance. 
When Dr Bentley fhall clearly have made out, 
either that None of thefe Fables came from 
Afop himfelf; or, if they did, yet that in the 
very Formand Caft of em, as well as the Ex- 
preffion,they have been fince fo totally alter d, 
that they deferve not to be call’d the Same 5 
it will then be time enough to own, that we 
are unable to judge of A/op’s merit by any 
thing in the Prefent Collection - but till that 
is done, we may fafely enjoy our Opinions, 
and They that have admir’d A/fop, may ven- 
ture to go on, and admire him fill. 


All 


Fables of Afop, Examind. 


gS 


20% 


All that Dr Bentley has hitherto offer’d 
upon the fubje& of e#/op is fo flight and in- 
confiderable, that one would naturally ima- 
gine it to be his own, and believe him when 
he fays, that he intended to give us nothing 
but what had e/cap’d the Obfervation of Others ®* :* Differt. 
and yet Lis certain that Nothing almioft which ?- 135- 
he has faid could efcape the Obfervation of 
any man that look’d into Neveler; in whofe 
Preface, and Short Notes, the very fame Re- 
marks are made, without any thing of the 
Oltentation and Ill reafoning that here ac- 


companies ’em. 


The Reader wil] know whe- 


ther I have {njur’d Dr Bentley in this Imputa- 
tion, after he has given himfelf the trouble 
of viewing the following Accounts, wherein 
Ihave compar’d Neveler’s Old Obfervations 
with Dr Beathy’s New Ones. 


Sect, I. Dr Benthky ob- 
ferves, that One in Ariffo- 
paanes tells ancther, that 
he is unlearn’d and unac- 
quainted with eo, #J° 
"Arse moy Were KM, 

Sect. Il. Socrates effayd 
to pat the Acfopic Fables into 
Verfe. 

Sect. V. Afterwards came 
one Babtins, that gave a 
New Torn totbe Fables into 
Choliambic Verfe. Suid. iz 
BzBor%, 

Ibid. There’s One Gabrias 
yet extant that kas comprind 

each 


Unde eft Ariftophanicum 
Convitisan, | bb "Ajowrropy me 
me THias® 


Nev. Pref.p. 2. 


Socrates AEfopi Fabulas 
dignas judicavit quas Ver~ 
(ious includeret. 1d. ibid. 

DeGabria itidem eff nt 
moneam, [cripfit Tile fambico 
metro ejus generis quod eft 
Tay Tea Ov TOW ut SUIGAS notar. 

Pref. p. 4. 

Injuria Babriz fit cvs 6 

Tetraftiche qua vulgoexfiant 
Sr3 aa 


ae 


L—__ +. "OOO 
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each Fable in four Sorry lam- 


bicks ; but onr Babrias was 


an Muthor of another Size, 

Ibid. There’s a Noble Fa- 
ble of his yet preferv’'d at the 
Endof Gabrias, of the Swal- 
low andthe Nightingale. 


Ibid. Suidas brings many 
Quotations out of him, as this, 


CXC. 


Sect. VI. Here Dr Ben- 
ley has the Ingenuity to 
own his acquaintance with 
Neveletus, where he takes 
little or nothing out of 
him. 

Seét. VII. That they are 
recenter than even Babrius / 
difcover'd by this means; I 
obferu’d in’em feveralPaffa- 
£65, that were not of a piece 
with rhe reff, but had a Turn 
and Compofition plainly Poeti- 
cal; as in the CCLXIII4 Fa- 
ble, which begins thus, ‘Oves 
Bart ag gnOAML YoAds Este - 
This I faw was a Choliambic 
Ferfe, and 1 prefently [ufpedt- 
ed that the Writer bad taken 
it from Babrius: whence it 

evi- 
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Pe. 2. 2 


ad{cribuntur, que Babriam 
pro fuis agnofcere puderet. 
Id. ibid. 
At in teTpasiyoss illis ne 
uniCus Quidam SCazon prater- 
quam in ultima Fabula oe 
yersdov@: nel and ov@s qua fo- 
la reftat nanfragit tabula. 
Id. ibid. 
Ex pluribus Babrie Frage 
mentis que extant apnd Sui- 
dam, zonnulla congeraw,&C. 
and then he gives us 14 
Verfes of Babrius, collected 
from Suida. 


Nev. Not. ad Fab, 
CCLXXII. “Ove; rariCas 
OxOAOT A Y MASE Hxes® Verfus 
Tambicus Seazon, quales Ba- 
brias /cripfit, nec fatis [cio 
num Babrie ipfius. . And 
agen, Fab. CLXXV. “Arsps 
mayisas 6 raps eumw, &c, 
Redolent hac, ut pluriza alia 
harum fabularum loca, Ver{us 
lambicos: atqy utinam exta- 
rent hi Verfus, unde hac de- 
fumpta fut; Babriam ipfum, 
quantum: video, integrum ha- 

y — berenms, 


evidently appears that the Au- 
thor of that Parcel did uo- 
thing elfe but EPITOALIZE 
Babrius, and put. hing into 
Profe. 

Ibid. There’s aNobleFrag- 
ment of Babrias belonging to 
the CCXLVth Fable about 
the Priefis of Cybele, given 
us by Natalis Comes, Tea- 


3 , ra) 
AOls ayuUPTL $5 CXC, 


I muft ftop a little here 
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beremus, cujus jam Umbram 
tantum? EPITOMEN 


habemus. 


Egregie vero rem totam 
defcribit Babrias: quod Frag- 
mentum acbesnus Natali Co- 
Miti;zullibi guippe quoafcians 
extat praterquanm i# pens 
Mythologia, Tetaaots & puglare, 


&c. Not. in Fab, CCXLY. 


to commend the 


Dr for peing fotrue to his Author always, as 


even to Copy his Miftakes. 


Neveler did not 


know of any Writer before NatalisComes,where 
this Fragment was tobe met with ; and there- 
fore our Diflertator, that goes no further than 
Nevelet, could know no more than He did, 
However, he ought to have known fomewhat 
more ; becaufe he pretends + to have read+ Ditlex. 


what Tzetzes fays of Babrius. 


Had he done? +4 


as he pretends, he would have found Rabrius 
mertion’d in Tzetzes together with this very 
Fragment ; and thatinfuch a manner, that 
’cwas impoflible to fee the one, and yet over- 
look the other. For thus Tzetzes, in one of the 
Two Places where he Speaks of Babrius,eaters 


upon the mention of him *, 


~} > 
m Par. A 7 Fe 
54 


"Ayer ty BaBels dt twey yorar tauBa rs 


ToL Aaess ayvel ass, &e. 


Sect. VIII. There is no 
MS, above 300 Tears Old, 
; which 


Ex MSS ills vos habui, 
ne untcns quadcmvul¢ a as jams 
3 °4 ba 


264 D7 Bentley’s Differtation upon the 
which has the Fables accord- habuit Afopi Fabulas, quas 
$719 £0 that Copy Coming a Planude (ut Ffopi Sins 
abroad firft with Mfop’s eff) feriptas exi/timo. 

Life, writ by Planudes, they Nev. Pref. 
are juftly believ'd to be owing 

to the fame Writer. 

Ibid. Tee LX XVth about Inter FEfSpicas Fabulas 
the Fithiopian, ts taken al-  legitur cuog, hee paucis im- 
moft word fer word out of the mutatis fub Titulo Aibiol. 

ae Vith of Aphthonius. Nev. Not. ig Fab, VI, 
ane Aphthon. 


aa Thus far ] have had Jeifure to trace the Dr 
iM in Nevelet 5 and I need trace hin no farther ; 
| for Thefe Hints, which appeir to be taken 
tt trom thence are the only ones that he pretends 
Fg to build any thing upon. Whatever he has 
added of hisown (if he has added any thing) 
| has been a.ready fhewn to be either a Miftake, 
ee or nothing to his Purpofe.And now letme put 
a Grave Queftion to him; with what Modetty, 
or Confcience, he could teil his Reader, at 
the Entrance of this Diflertation, that he in- 
tended to offer fuch things only, as had efcap'd 
the Obfervation of Others? when tis manifet, 
that, as far as we have hitherto gone in his 
Remarks (that isin Three Quarters of ’em) 
he has done nothing but plunder’d Aeveler. 
+ Difer. "Tis true, as he wittily obferves +, Good Wir: 
33° jump fometimes : however I fhould ihink it a 
pretty Nice matter for the Beft Wits in the 
World to jump fo often t gether, fo very 

evenly ! 
What he has put together inthe next Para- 
graph, concerning the Life and Manners of 


Fe sop, 


| Smeal A ee So CL 
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fEfop, with a great Shew of Reading, was al- 
ready collected to his hand out of Ex/tathius, 

Plitarch, Agathias, Philoftratus, Pliny, Herodo- 

tus, Suidas and Strabo , and the Paflages from | 
thence printed at large in the End of Camera- 
rwssFadles. Dr Bentley prefents thefe to us | 
with the fame Pomp and Pleafure, as if hehad 

been the firft Prodacer of ’em ; and makes 
no addition to their Number, but by One 
f oor Quotation out of the Scholiaft on _Ayi- 
frophanes, and another known paflage of Phe- 

drus. 

When ‘he was mentioning (4) Afeziriac, (4) Differ. 
Favafor, and Bayle, as Men that had gone be-#: 135° 
fore himon this Subject, it would have been 
honourably done of him, not to have forgot- 

ten Thofe, whom he was fo much more be- 

| holden to, Neveler,and Camerarius. Butl find 

_ he’s afhan’d_ of his Neareft Acquaintances ; 
and, after fuch Inftances of his Ingenuity, I 
believe his Neareft Acquaintances will be 
afham’d of Him. 

Our Critic having {pent his Small Artillery 
here and there upon a Fable, without much 
Succefs, grows Peevith, and is refolved to be 
reveng’d on the Poor Monk that Collected ’em, ot 
Flanudes, who, as much a Monk as he was, a 
never, Lbelieve, gave any man fuch Courfe 
Language from his Cell, as he now receives 
from Court. He is calld here an Ideot of a 
Monk, taat bas given us a Book [the Life of 
Fifop] which perhaps cannot be match’d in any 
Language for Ignorance and Nonfence (b). As (6) Ibid. | 
for Pianndes himfelf, | muft confefs, I have not 2: 147 
the Deepeft Veneration for his Charatter ; 
but 


0 Beto. OR ain 


Dr Bentley’s Difsertation upon the 


but neither can | think fo defpicably of him, 
as the Lofty Dr Bentley does, becaufe 1 find 
him well {poken of by men of Good Know- 
ledge and Judgment, and even by his Adver- 


(a2) The Learned Cardinal 
Beffario, in a Treatife he 
wrote again{t Planudes long 
after his Death, has this A- 
poftrophe to him, “Ov 3 ay 
yo ou,dydipuy aplse 4 TOO 
TTT fyotliy TO ma? $=H- 
ou nave mreudetay sre) Sud 
BeBunoeTD ev o1avsogla % 
Gewein, 4 Sia matytwy ie? 
puen ree rear odeu( eyTos,cu- 
Sourusl avros SS ev @ TAO 
Xe. Opufc. Aurea. p. 622. 


Arcudius, the Colletor ot 


thefe Pieces,and who differs 
as much in’ his Sentiments 
trom Planudes, as Befjario 
does, has in his Preface, this 


dc 
Honourable Chara@er of 


kim: Planudem, Monachun 
Grecum, celeberrimum Phitlo- 
fophum, 5 Theelogum, © in 
atraqueLingua ver{atiffimum. 
And the E ithet Saqe7Ta7G 
which Beffario beftows upon 
him,is given him alfo in the 
Titles ot his Manufcript Pie- 
es, Le Sogwrats ard prs 
a= ve Magy. &c.---which 
thews, that tho’ Planudes 
wasa Monk, yet theScholars 
of thofe Times were far from 
thinking himan /deot. 


{aries Themfelves (2). Nay, 
Dr Bentley, think, gives an 
account of him, not at all to 
his difadvantage, where he 
fays, that That Sett of Fa- 
bles he put out was of bis own 
drawing up, among{t which, 
there are feveral fo well 
tura’d, fo exactly copied from 
Nature, and built on fuch a 
true knowledge of Humane 
Life and Affairs, that tis 
plain he was neither an Jdeor, 
nor a Afonk, that compos’d 
’em. This is an Honour 
therefore mifplac’d on Plagu- 
des, and which he deferves as 
little as he does that Seurri- 
lous Language, which the Dr 
(ever happy in Inconfiftencies) 
has inthat very Page beltow’d | 
upon him. Neveler and Fa- 
vafor were a little too hafty 
in their Conclufions on this 
matter, and fpake too large- 
ly, when from fome Fables 
that relifhd of Planudes’s 
Style and Way, they inferr’d 
that All were of His Compo- 


fing. Dr Bentley has taken up the fame In- 


ference from an argument of as little weight : 


the 
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the Reafon (andthe only Reafon he gives) 
for his believing ’em drawn up by Planudes, 
is, that there # no MS any where above 300 
Years old, that has the Fables according to that 
Copy. No JS ' any where ! 
Very Extenfive Words ; “tis 
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pretty difficult to anfwer for 
All the Libraries of Evrope : 
for,as a late Critic obferves-f, 
Learned Men are often debar- 


+ Sxpe non licet Viris dogis 
MSS adire, feu ob Diftanti- 
am Locorum,feu ob PrefeSto- 


rum Bibliothecis invidiam, 


feu. ob alia Impedimenta que 


 Hindrances 


red the Ufe of AISS, either by 

their Diftance from “em, or by , 
the Envious Temper of thofe that 

have the Cuftody of em, or by fome Other Sort of 
as for Example, when they 
expect to have thofe kind of Favours grarui- 
toufly done ’em. But fuppofing he had an 
Exact Account of All the Exropean MSS, yet 
how does he know, but that there may be 
oneyat Fez? the moft inacceffible Library in 
the World, next to that at St Fames’s. 

This was an Affertion fit to be laid down 
by Dr Bexley, becaufe impoflible to be prov’d, 
and, I believe, not difficult to be difprow’d: 
for, as much out of the way of thofe things 
as I live, 1 have cafually heard of a MS, Older 
than Planudes, that has the Fables according to 
Fis Copy: Vojiuss MS I mean, whichtho’ 1 
have not feen my felf, yet better Judges than 
Iam, who have feen it, aflure me, that it is 
about soo Years Old, and that Yoffias himfelf 
always efteem’d it fo. *Vis now at Leyden, | 
think ; and might have been nearer, but for 
Some-body’s management. I need look out 
for no more Inftances, againfta Negative,One 

is 


Crit. Pe 172. 


memorare nihil attigit. Ars 


« Philer. 


fe LAT- 
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is as good as a Thonfand. If all the MSS, 
that have the Fables according to Planude.’s 
Copy were evidently Younger than He. yet 
we could not from thence certainly colleé, 
that He wastheAuthor of thofe Fables: where- 
as if (ne of the MSS happens to be Older than 
He, we. may be pretty fure he was nat. 

As for F lanudes’s Lite of eAfop, I can’t in- 
deed think it a Book zot to be matcl’d in any 
Language for Ignorance and Nonfenfe *, becaufz 
in Some Languages | think it may: however, 
I have no great Opinion of it. There arein 
it Several Idle Trifling Stories, told in fuch 2 
Fabulous Way, that one would think Plunudes 
meant to fuitthe Life to the Kook which fol- 
lows. ;, and writ out of his Own Invention for 
want of Authorities. And yet neither dare 
| reject every Circumftance of his Accountas 
fictitious, that Ido not find confirm’d by El- 
der Authors: he might make ufe of Books 
that never came down tous; a great deal of 
Good Hiftory peiifh’d in the facking of Con- 
ftantinople : or he might from the Same Boks 
which we have now in our hands, take fome 
Hints, which we have not yet obferv’d in’ein; 
and which it would bevery Rafh and Immo- 
delt in Us to pronounce not to bethere, till 
we have read over all the Greek Authors care- 
fully, and fifted *en: throughly. And this is 
particularly fit to be faid to Dr Bentley, who, 
for want of fuch a Prudent Diftruft of hisown 
Knowledge, has been Guilty of a Grofs Mi- 
Stake. The Circumftance in Planudes’s Ac- 
count, which he pitches upon to expofe, is. 
chat of Al/op’s Ugline/s. He had met witha 
Large 
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Large Collection of Teftimonies concerning 

Efop in Camerarius’s Faptes ; in none of which 

there was any Hint of his Deformity: and he 
conciuded therefore, that there muft, and 

could be none any where elfe; and that This 

was certainly a Fiction of Planudes. And 

now how does he infult the poor Ignorint 

Monk * on this occafion? how unmercifully (4) Differ. 
does he ufe him ? he asks him, what f evelatjon P 149 

he bad about FEfop’s Deformity ? for he muft needs 

learn it, he fays, by Dream and Vifion, and not 

by Ordinany Methods of Knowledge. He liwd a- 

bout Two Thoufand Years after Flops and in 

ALL that Tratt of TIME there's not ONE 
SINGLE Author, that has given the LEAST 

HINT that Ffop was Ugly {. Ifaac Cafarbon, + pps, 
or Gerhard Vojffids, who had either of em read 

Ten timesas much as Dr Bentley, would not 

have talk’d at this rate ; becaufe Neither of 

’em, as Learned as They were, had read All 

that was written, or remember’d all they had 

read. But Dr Bentley, in the ftrength of Ca- 
merariuss Collections, is pofitive that not 

ONE SINGLE Author before Planudes’s time, 

has given the LEAST HINT of Ai/op’s Ug- 

linefs. If he would not be Angry, I would 
venture, out of my {mall Stock of Reading to 

fupply him with One, and Himan Author of 

great Note, Exjtathixs ; who in the beginning 
of his Comment on the Oayffees (p. 17.) de- 
rives the word *Acwzos from 29a,ct10%,73 Acura, 
and dv’. ¢&, fays he, *“Assomos avngcasimase =| 
contend not for the Goodnefs of the Etymo- 
logy, let it fhift for it felf : but it is evident- 
ly built on a Suppofition that A:/op was Ugly; 
and 


ON | ziti COA, $a 60). 
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and implys, that That Opinion was Common 
in Euftathius’s time, that is, about Two hundred 
Years before Planudes was born. Doubtlefs, 
that Learned Parecbolif? (to fpeak in Dr Bent- 
ley’s Phrafe) could have produc’d Authorities 
enough for this Opimion,tho they are fince lott: 
however He himfelf is a fufficient Authority 
to Us inthe point, fince he is not, as far as I 
an can find, exprefly contradicted in it by any 
hal One Ancient Writer; at leaft, he muft be 
We allow’d to fcreen Plarvudes from the Imputati- 
Mey on of having invented this Particular to the 
Lay Difhonour of -£/op : which he was fo far from 

i doing, that we have reafon to think he might 

| have this very Paflage of Exjtathius in his Eye, 

1 ibe ae where he tells us, that “Ams and “Adio are 
a the fame (a), and that e#fop 
(4) Tebreinoss usaas, BOsy took his Name from his Ug- 

hay € Te oyouclos EwXE,T AUTO linefs. The Ground-work of 

SS 53" Arowros TH Asdiow-Vit this Story then Plamudes had 
e fil. weeny er im euler fromEuftathius, or from 
pikes ©: wwishEuiftathius, fome Elder Account, which 

that is, as to the Words them- both Exftathius and He equal- 
e felves, from whence it comes, ly tranfcrib’d , and upon this 
sae Fakes dibe Ee He seni Ground-work it is probable 

E. dD. bile Wee Ety- he enlargd, a his Fanciful 
mology, as needing no Anti- Way; and being, fatisfied that 
phrafis to juftifie it. FEfop was Ugly in the main, 
was refolv’d to make him as 
Ugly as he could poffibly, and to drefs up a 
Montfter inall imaginable Kinds of Deformity. 
Whether there be any Author, befides Ew- 

ftathins, extant, who has made exprefs man- 

tion of A/op’s Uglinefs, | am not now at. lel- 

fure toenquire : fure I am, there are in other 

Wri- 
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Writers Remote Hints and Intimations of 
this Matter, fuch as may fairly be fuppos’d 
toimply it. When, in Plutarch’s Feaft, one 
of the Guefts thus rallies Atfop, 6 tun Beads, 
x) iutovey Teves, he-feemsto reflect upon his 
Ii-fhape and Unweildinefs. Lucian, in his 
Vera Hiftoria fays, they usd A&/fop in the For- 
tunate Iflands for aYeawroreds, a Buffoon, or 
Fefrer, one that made em 


i. (“Ae es Ce ee ee 


Sport (a); meaning | fuppofe (4) Tepid £"ArmoaG 6 
that he did it aswell by his @puc* revo Se don x Tero- 
Perfon and Outfide, as by his 7974? Xpev]" p- 397. 


Ingenious and Divertive Fa- 
bles; and indeed rather by the Firft than the 
Latter, for his Fables of themfelves, tho’ 
they entertain and pleafe us extreamly, yet do 
they not give us that fort of pleafure which 
caufes Laughter. Dion Chryfoftome therefore, 
in the Paflage produc’d by Dr Bentley feems 
to diftinguifh between the 73 rot of A/op, 
and his uedor “Hvetyovle euzsy, fays heyS\uevor 64s 
7 yeabi@ 4701s xvbors, implying, I think, that 
the One was not exactly the fame with the 
Other. °Tis true, Every-body kriows, that 
the «4fopic Fables were after e4/op’s time fre- 
quently call’d yeast by the Greek Writers, 
and from thence Ridicula by Avienus: but tis 
not unlikely that the Original of this Ufe of 
the Word was from fomething Ridiculous in 
the Gelture, Look, and Mimical Wit of eA/op 
that accompanied ’em, wher he firft told ’em; 
rather than from the Structure of the Fable it 
felf, which does not feem contriv’d to ope- 
rate that way. Iam willing to think there- 
fore that the Name ufually given to thefe Fa- 
bles 


ibe) 


AS 
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bles,Teaci«, aud the Office of Teawzomuds afcrib’d 
to eA/op, carry in ’em fome fimat! Hint of -#- 
fop’s UglinefS; for nothing is fo Divertive, or 
raifes Laughter fo much as Deformity, efpe- 
cially when Wit goes along with it, We 
may obferve therefore, that when omer has 
a mind to excite this Light paffion in his Se- 
rious Poem, he dues it by the means of an 
Ugly Man(*), andan Ugly God (f) 5 Ther- 
fites and Videan are, as | remember, the only 
Two [eawzo70.0! in the whole Iliad ; the Qne 

on Earth, and the Other in Heaven. . 
"Tis dangerous converfing long with Dr 
Bentley; for I find I have flip’d here, e’re 
I was aware, into his manner of arguing : 
however, in this I will {till differ from him, 
that I offer thefe things as flight Guefles on- 
ly, without laying any manner of Strefs up- 
on’em. I need ’em not, in orderto fhew the 
Dr his Error ; and this is nota placeto do 
juftice to the Argument: Ex/tathius s Single 
Teftimony, without other Help, is fufficient 
to bring Confufion on onr afluming Critic, 
who challeng’d Me, andalithe World,to pro- 
duce Oxe Single Author before Planudes, that 
had given the Leaf? Hint that AZfop was Ugly. 
Vavafor, who ftarted this thought to him 
(for This too is one of the Things that have 
efcapd the Obfervation of Others) mentions it 
with 


a > , of rT) 
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with Diftruft, and as a Sufpicion only ; 
fEfop, (fays he) was the Pi- 
éture of Homer’s Therfites;4- 


Our Critic, when he took the 

Hint it felf from Yavafor, taken alfo his Wary 
way of propofing it, he might have fav’d him- 
felf the Shame of being confuted : but it was a 


proper Occafion for Dr Bentley to be Perem- ~ 


ptory, when evena 7e/uit was Modett. 
TheMethod he has taken of improving /z- 
vafor’s Sufpicion into a Demonttration, is, by 
running over Camerarius’s Teltimonies, and 
fhewing, that in None of ’em there is any 
account of e4/op’s Deformity, and that moft 
of em are (as he thinks) inconfiftent with it. 
The Learning here is not his Own, but the 
Logic moft certainly is ; for I dare fay, never 
any Man foreafon'd before him. 1 will give 
the Reader fome account of it, after I have 
defir’d him to remember, that the Point in 
Debate between Dr Bentley and the World ,is, 
not whether Aifop was Ugly to that Degree 
Planudes has merrily, reprefented him to be 
(No-body was ever Silly enough to imagine it; 
nor did Planudes himfelf dream of being thus 
far credited ): but the Difpute is, in general, 
whether Ai/op were Ugly, or not ? Our Cri- 
tic denies that he was, in Vertue of his Old 
Argument, the Silence and Prater miffion of Axu- 
thors ; and the Sum of whatever he has faid on 
this occafion, comes to thus much. “ It does 
“‘ not appear from Ancient Authors, that he 
“ was a Lump of Deformity, and a Scarcecrow ; 


“therefore it is certain, he was not any ways 
. m¢ ; 


2 &¢ ai Po 


‘o> Oe Gem 


Therfitem Homericum re- 
‘ ferebat opus oris habitu, 
le[s Here too Planudes has im- x reliqua facie, nifi & hit 


pos'd upon us (p.25.). Had  quoque imponit Planudes. 
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“¢ deformd , and therefore it is probable he 
fa) P.157-** was very handfome (a). His Particulars are 
as follow. 
In Platarch’s Convivium, 2Vo-body, he fays, 
drolls on FEfop’s Ugly Face, which could hardly 
| ee (5) P.149. Bave efcap’d, if be bad fuch an Il one (6). Lown 
eae “"  “" No-body there drolls on the Mein’ of bis Face 
‘Wa (to ufe a Bentleyifm); but the Mein of his Bo- 
att dy, and his Natural Unwieldinefs, I have 
Hie, hi fhewn to be touch’d on, and their mentioning 
We any One Inftance of his Uglinefs, is as fure a 
my Sign of his being Ugly,as ifthey had reckon’d 
hi eee up All. Had e4fop been fo very Handfome, 
Yat (c) P.t57+as Dr Bentley tells us he was (c), the 78m Beg- 
1 Get Ss © nulovoy Teexes Of Chilo had beena piece of 
fay Raillery very ill apply’d. 
Ug But “* Philoftratus has given us in two Books 
¢ a Defcription of aGallery of Pictures, One 
i of whichis e#/op, with a Chorus of Ant- 
ai. i mals about him, There he is teprefented 
| “¢ {miling, and looking toward the Ground in 
“¢ a Pofture of Thought, but not a Word of 
his Deformity ; which, wereittrue, muft 
needs have been touch’d on im an account 
(0) P.149.° of a Picture (d). The Dr impofes upon 
150: us ; the Picture he mentions is not defign’d to 
.,. reprefent -A/op, but The Fables ; and by Their 
“evo Niame it is cal’d *. In it indeed e#/op hasa 
Place; and he is fo far defcrib’d there as Phi- 
loftratus had need of him, to exprefs the Sub- 
ject of his Piece; to have gone farther would. 
have been an Impertinence, utterly inconfift- 
ent with Philoftratus’s Charater,who is a Short 
Writer, and exaGly proper in his Circum- 
tances. His Words are, ALfop feems there, as 
3 
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af he were attnally framing a Fable, His § niling 

Face, and his Eyes fix?d upon the Earth, declare as 

much > the Painter knew very well that Fables are 

the Work only of Eafie Minds*. Would the* 6 #ér 
Dr have had a Particular of A/op’s Deformi- 4%! 74 
ties inferted here ? to what purpofe ? when °27"" 


uUoy* To 


in the very mention of his Name they were Sadie 


fuiiciently underftood ; and would have been pe 72 wer 


of no manner of ufe towards imprinting an 747% 4 o 
image of that Thoughtful Pofture of eA/op aay 

e ° ‘i a i 6 Lee Py IS 
the Artift chiefly defign’d to exprefs. Bee ane 
> To JVA BTV. 
ardey 6 Cargo, oar at A wubwy eewrides dveperns # cluyns Séov)- 
Bins y* 


_ Phileftratuss Intention was, to defcribe a 
Gallery of Pleafure, hung round with fine 
and delightful Paintings: in his Account of 
One of thefe, he had occafion to mention 
eAAfop, and with good Judgment omitted thofe 
Particulars in his Defcription of him which 
were neither Taking to the Eye, nor at allIn- 
itructive, with relation to his Defign in intro- 
ducing him. Dr Bentley, 1 find, would have 
been improper enough to have defcrib’d him 
Cap-a-pe on this occafion ; but Phyloftratus, tho” 
a Sophift, knew better. There is a‘ Like 
piece of Addrefs obfervable in his Firft-Pi- 
cture, where Vulcan’s Engagement with Sca- 
mander, and his Victory over him is reprefent- 
ed out of Homer ; and which, I fuppofe, he 
plac’d in the Front of his Book, for the Ho- 
nour of Lemnos, his Native Ifland: And for 
the Honour'of That too, and to make his 
Draught perfectly pleafing, he gives usa Vul- 
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eax aS handfome, for ought appears to the 
contrary, as any Figure in his Gallery. In- 
deed he Ingenioufly excufes the God’s not ap- 
pearing to be Lame, by faying, that the Ra- 
pid Motion, with which he feems to come 
from Heaven to the Combat with Scamander, 
muft be fuppos’d to cover that Defe&: But he 
| intimates nothing of his Other Deformities ; 
Heli) tho’ Vulcan was, according to the Poet’s (-) 
Hr account of him, as Ugly every way as -#/op 
3) was, according to Planudes. 
Hae This, I hope, fufficiently accounts for Phi- 
| aes, __ loftratus’s Omiffion ; and as for the Statue ere- 
|, Mad cted to e#/op, at Athens, and made by the 
1) at  fam’d Hand of Lyfppus,it will be na argument 
ie ti of his Handfomnefs, till the Dr can prove, 
‘iy that this was an Honour done to Handfome 
Men only ; which it will be no Eafie Matter 
to do, becaufe there is an Unqueftionable In- 
ffance of a Statue, made by this very Lyfippus, 
and erected by order of the Athenians, to the 
Memory of a Man, full as Ugly as we need 
allow e4:/op to have been: I will give it the 
Dr immediately, e’re I part with this Argu- 
ment. | 
The Greeks, he fays, have feveral Proverbs aq 
Za by We bout Defornrd Perfoas, as Ocfor'resny Brgpd, ad ey- 
(4) P.150) Biig Kopuseve, Sec. but none upon FEfop (2). All 
| that follows from hence, is, that «4/op was not 
Ugly to a Proverb ; which I willingly grant 
him, and am ready to leaye Planudes’s account 
as 


ak 
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as far as this comes to: but he might be Ugly 
enough for all that ; feveral have been fo, that 
were never made Sayings of : I know Some, at 
this day, who write as Uglily as ever Hop 
Look’d; but their Style is not yet got into a 
Proverb, tho’ perhaps hereafter it may ; and 
therefore This inftance I will not infift on. 

Agen, e4/op, he tellsus, was Crefuss Ame 
baflador-to Delphi (4): he means, thathe was (2) Thid. 
fent of an Errand by him * thither 5 for fuch * erty 
Mighty Monarchs as Crefix did not ule to rey eb 7" 
make Other Mens Slaves, Their Ambaflidors. ata 
But let his Title be as Glorious as the Dri?! | pe 
pleafes, his Perfon might neverthelefS be Con- Contin 
temptible ; unlefs the Dr can prove, that the ‘f thatpiece 
Delpbians were as Nice of Temper as the fos es 
Turks, and would pay no { egard to the Pab es hfe 
lick Minifter of a Prince, unlefs he were Tall oa for 
and Comely. Whatever eAfop’s Perfon, or good His 
his Character were, They Shew’d, Iam fure, /07- 
no great Veneration far Either, when they 
tumbl'd him down their Precipice. 

After all, the Dr’s Reafoning upon this 
Circumftance muft be allow’d to be Jot; if 
e#/op were Short and Ugly, itis plain, as he ea 
pleafantly obferves, that he could never make a 
a Proper Ambaflador. 

There is another Objection drawn from 
eA/op’s being a Polite Courtier, and a Man of 
Addrefs : what if he were? Many, I fuppofe, 
have been fo,who were no Beauties! Yes, but he 
was fo,to that degree, as to rebuke Solon for his 
Gruff and Clownifh Behaviour with Creefusjand tell 
him, that he muft converfe with Princes, 8 ws ndica, 
nas niasey either Afr ceably, or not at all (b). The (3) Parsas 
T 
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Thing he faid was Handfome, I grant; but 
mult He needs be Handfome that faidit? 1 
thought Ugly People had fometimes been as 
Witty, and as Wifeas their Neighbours. But 
fince he has mentiomd this Aphorifin of e4!- 
ay fop’s, and profelles to approve it, I muft tell 
Wat him, *twere well if he’d follow it too, when 
eu the Itch of contradicting Great Men is upon 
ane th him; and refolve to oppofe his Betters 
Wea , ws itca, NOs Hetsx3 either not at all, or with 
met Se Decency. | 
He | ia Dr Bentley has yet One Reflection behind in 
Bhi) 7 behalf of e#/op; he has referv’d it for the ve- 
ry Laft Place in his Book ; and we know him 
to befucha Mafter in Good Writing, that we 
may from thence be fure’tis a fine one. Rho- 
dopis, Afop’s fellow-/lave, was, it feems, the 
greateft Beauty of her Age : if therefore (fays he) 
we may guels bim by his Companion and Contuber- 
nalis, we muft needs believe bim a Comely Per- 
(4) P.152+fon (a). This puts mein mind of his Argu- 
(4) er ment about Alef2 (b), which he proves to be 
ren Poop. upon fuch a Coaft of Sicily, becaufe it hap- 
S a pens to be mentioned with fome Towns that 
are certainly upon that Coaft; and which 1 
have prov’d for that very Reafon not to be 
there, becaufe itis mention’d elfewhere, with 
fome Other Towns, thatare certainly not up- 
on that Coaft. Jf Rhodopis were extreamly 
handfome, FEfop, her fellow-Slave, muft be fo too! 
which is as if I fhould fay, it was impoflible 
that Little Jeffrey fhould be fuch a Dwarf as he 
is reprefented to be, becaufe the Tal Porter 
and He were fellow-Servants, Muft e4#/op’s 
Maiter needs buy his Slaves as we do Coach- 
horfes 
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horfes in Pairs? and be as careful exactly to 
match ’em ? Perhaps Xanthus, or ladmon, Or 
whoever he was, (for Authors differ) might 
be a little wantonly inclin’d; and having pur- 
chas'd Rho-fopis for his Own Ufe, might fear, 
left. his Wife fhould return the Injury he did 
her; and fo took e4/op into his Honfe, who 
he knew would be no Temptation to her: or 
perhaps he-pitch’d upon an Ugly He-flave, 
that he might be fure to keep the Fair She- 
flave to himfelf ; and made ufe of e4fop as a 
Kind of Kazlir--Aga, to infpe& his Seraglio. 
After all, what if | fhould turn the Tables, 
and fay, That Herodotus and Pliny’s mention- 
ing this Little Particular, isa confirmation of 
the receiv’d Opinion about e4/op’s Deformi- 
ty? If He were as remarkably Ugly as She 
was Handfome, the Obfervation indeed was 
pretty, and not unworthy of thofe Authors ; 
but Otherwife, tis Flat enough to have been 
made by Dr Beztley. 

One would think the Dr in Jeit,. when he 
puts fuch things as Thefe upon Us for Argu- 
ments ; whereas He propofes ’em ferionfly 
and in good earneit, and fanfies he has done 
wondersin the ftrengthof’em. Toconvince 
him, if it be poffible, of the Weaknefs and 
Abfardity of his Proofs, I will (asI did once 
before*) try emupon Another Subject ; and * m rhe 


{ce how far they will be allow’d to hold. finer 
DE fs Abe 


Whatever «4i/op was, Socrates, we arecfure, , oy 
was excefliyely Ugly : Thus he is in fhort de- phaiaris. 
{crib’d by Xenophon, (a) and. St. Jerome (b): (a} fn 
Fiat-nos'd, Goggle-eyd, Waide-mouth’d, Thick- ay ade 


lip’d, Pot-belly d, Bandy-legd (c). Ten “h 


8 
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ir 


po §t. (¢) All thefe Particulars but the Laft, are taken from Xenaphor 
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Notwithftanding this, in that way of Rati- 
ocination Dr Bently has made ufe of, 1 will 
prove him to have been avery lovely and 
Beautiful Perfon. {[ will doit by Every One 
of the Arguments he has urg'd, except the 
Firft, taken from Philoftratus’s Gallery , m 
which Socrates, the Famous Perfecutor of So- 
phifts, we may be fure, could have no place: 
but J fhall make amends for the want of This 
Proof, by a New one of my Own, every whit 
as muchto My Purpofe asthis is to Dr Bentl-y’s. 

Thus then Our Man of Criticifm hastaught 
Us toSpeak, and Argue—“ The Athenians fet 

* Diog. “ up a Noble Sratae * to the Honour and Me- 
aoa: “ mory of Socrates: had he been fo Ugly as 
Tertul. in | fome would make him, it had been kinder 

Apol. ‘* to his Memory to let that alone. But the 
t Avetarrs ** Famous Lyfippus wasthe Statuary + that made 

raurly te ir, And muft fo great an Hand be em- 

pina ‘¢ ploy’d to drefs up a Lump of Deformity ? 

“The Greeks have feveral Proverbs about 
© Derfons deform’d, @cootremov Baguua, ad ex Bis 
“ KopuSeo's, &c: Our Socrates, if fo Ugly, had 
“been in the firft Rank of ’em- efpecially 
“* when his Statue had ftood there to put eve- 
“* ry-body in mind of it, 

_ “ He was fo far a Favourite of Archelaus,King 

of Macedonia, that he courted him to come, 

* ari. ‘and live with him * : but would fuch a Mon- 
Rhet. j.2. © fter have been a fit Companion fora Prince ? 
“© fe is known to have been one of the beft 

“¢ Speakers, and a Man of the greateft Addrefs 

*¢ and Infinuation of any in his time ; he had all 

“* the Chief Perfons of Athens continually about 
“him,and was ever inftructing ’em in the Du- 

“* tiesof Humanaty and Courtefie, and all man- 

“ner 
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€* ner of Sociable Virtues : Could fuch a Cha- 
“ racter, fuch a Station, or fuch Difcourfes be- 
“ fitSocrates if he was truly that Scare-crow he 
“is reprefented to have been ? 

He fung, he play’d upon the Mufic (a), he 
dancd (b), he wrote Verfes (c): he was every 
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(2) Cic. in 
Catone. 


way an Accomplifh’d Perfon ; and his Conver- (4) Xen. in 
fation therefore was coveted by thofe that Symp. 


were fo themfelves. He made One often at (© Plat.in 
ORVIY. 


the Meetings of the Beaux E/prits, and fate up 
Drinking and Laughing with ’em till Morn- 


ing (d): Is it credible, that a Man of fuch De- (4) thid. 


formity could be fo Acceptable, fo Polite, and 
fo Pleafant ? 

But of all things, that which ought moft to 
prevail with us to pronounce him not Ugly, 
is, that he was the greateft Lover of Beautiful 
Perfons, and the moft Belov’d by ‘em of any 
of his Age: Alcibiades, €ritias, Agatho, Phe- 
drus, and the reft of his Acquaintances, were 
all remarkably Handfome: “* fo that if we 
** may guefs.him by his Companions and Con- 
“* tnbernales, we muft needs believe him to be 
“a Comely perfon. : , 

His Thoughts, his Difcourfes were all of 
Love; every thing he faid and did tended to 
tnfpire people with it ; his Philofophy was 
nothing but the Doétrine of Love: and can 
we think he would have dwelt upon this Paf- 
fion fo much, and inculcated it fo ofter, if He 
himfelf had been fo very Unlovely and Difa- 
greeable? 

Plito,and Xenophon,have wrote Set-apologies 
for him, wherein they defend him, among o- 
ther things, from the {mputation of corrupt- 
ing the Youth of Athens by Unlawful Love : 
had 
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had he been fo deform’d, as he is faid to be, 


‘how could they better have clear’d him of ir, 


than by Urging the Improbability of his ac. 
tempting fuch Impurities, in which he was fo 
unlikely to prevail ? But having faid nothing 
of this kind in his behalf, it muft be pre- 
fum’d that they had nothing of this kind to 
fay: 
 ecmes bate who has expos’d and ridicul’d 
him upon twenty Other Accounts, has not a 
word,-as Iremember, of his Deformity ; tho’ 
this was the moft Natural Subje@ for him to 
exercife his Comical Wit upon, and fo Obvi- 
ous, that, one would think, he could not have 
mifs’d it. 

I appeal now to any Indifferent Judge, whe- 
ther } have not prov’d Socrates handfome by 
as good Arguments at leaft as our Critic has 
advane’d to prove e4/op fo? Indeed, they 
are moft of ’em the very fame; only urg’d 
further, and with more ftrength (if I do not 
deceive my felf) in the Cafe of Socrates, than 
our Differtator has been able to.carry *em in 
relation to -4/op. And yet after all 1, have 
faid, I freely own, that the Teftimony of any 
Ancient Writer concerning Socrates's Ugli- 
nefs, tho’ it ftood alone, and we had no O- 
ther to back it, would weigh more with Me 
than all thefe Negative Authorities. So weak 
an Argument is the Silence and Pretermiffion of 
never {0 many Authors ina Point where any Sin- 
gle Writer of Note has plainly declar’d him- 
felf, and his. Account has.been generally re- 
ceiv’d and credited by Succeeding Ages. 


But 
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But I offend in dwelling fo long on thefe 
Trifles, which deferve rather to be Laugh’d 
at, than Confuted : 1 will trouble the Reader 
no further on this Argument than till I have 
fuggefted One Obfervation to him about Dr 
Bentley’s odd Conduct in relation to -#fop. He 
is extreamly concern’d to have e4/op thought 
Handfome, at the timethat he is egdeavouring 
all he can to prove him no Author. He hopes 
by his Civilities to his Perfon to atone for 
the Injuries he does him in his Writings: which 
is juft fuch a Compliment to e4/op’s Memory, 
as it would be to Sir William Davenant’s, 
fhould a Man, in defiance of Common Fame, 
pretend to make out, that he had always a 


Good Nofe on his Face ; but however, he did 


not write Gondibert. 

Our Critic’s Two Attempts are fo very in- 
confiftent, that ’tis hard to imagine why a 
Man fhould venture upon both of ?em at once ; 
but Dr Bentley had a good Reafon for it, they 
were Both Paradoxes; and he cares not What, 
or Whom he writes for, or againft, fo he can 
but advance fomething ‘which no-body ever 
ventur’d to maintain before him; and which 
he is fure always to manage at fuch a rate, as 
that No-body will ever take it up after him. 

Ihave done with what I intended to offer 
on Either of thefe Differtations ; and, upon a 
Review of what I have faid, am afham’d to 
fee to what a Bulk this trifling Difpute has 
{woln. However, as Large as I have been 
upon it, I aflure the Reader, that unlefs J had 
{par’d Dr Beztley very often, I muft have been 


much Larger; for his Abfurdities are not yet. 


near 


283 


*Piffert. 
P- 68. 


Dr Bentley's Difeertation upon the 


near exhanfted. ButI am not likely to be 
the Laft whofe Pen will be employ’d on this 
Subject’; and ’tis fit therefore that Some Mat- 
ter fhould be left for Thofe that come after 


ye. 


In that Diflertation where I am chiefly con- 
eern’d, Dr Bentley takes his Leave of the Ar- 
gument, with Some particular Civilities to 
Me. He heartily wifhes he could do any Service 
to that Young Gentleman of great Hopes whofe 
NAME ISSETTO THEEDITION: 
but he can do him no greater at prefent, than to 
remove fome Blemifhes from the Book that is 
ASCRIB’D to him, which he defires may be ta- 
ken aright to be no difparagement to EHimfelf, but 
a Reproof only ro his Teachers *. 1 would not 
willingly be behind hand with the Dr in any 
Inftance of Courtefie; and therefore, in re- 
turn, will, e’re we part, beftow fome Chari- 
table Advice upon him: the rather, becaufe I 
have reafon to believe, that he has very little 
Advice from any Other Quarter. If he had, 
he would certainly never have written on this 
Subject, inthe Manner he has done: for I 
have not fo ill Thoughts of any One Man I 
know in the World, as to imagine, that he 
would have advis’'d Dr Bentley to do as he has 
done, had His Opinion been ask’d in it. Young 
as I am therefore, I will take the freedom to 
do that kind Office to him, which his Friends, 


_ I find, either do not care, or are not allow d 


fo perform. 
And. 
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And the firft piece of Advice thatI will 
venture to give the Dr is, that he would 
know his own Talent; and refolve for the 
future not to venture upon any way of wri- 
ting that Nature never defign’d him for. 
Wit, and Ridicule, are either the moft Di- 
verting, or the moft Infipid things in the 
World. I have the Opinion of good Judges, 
that he has no true Tafte of. either of thefe, 
and performs very untowardly in ’em. He 
would do wifely therefore to forbear ’em ; 
and fo he would, methinks, tho’ he fhould 
have fome little Knack at em: for Grimace, 
and Banter, and Quibbles, even when luckily 
hit of; arenot very fuitable to the Charatter 
of a Man in Holy Orders. And to give 
him my opinion what he is fit for, 1 think, 
Gf he refolves always to be doing fomething 
out of his Profeflion) that the Colleting 
Greek Fragments, or Proverbs, would be a 
proper Employment for him. He has fuc-. 
ceeded well in One of thefe, and would 
doubtlefs be as happy in the Other : for his 
Genius feems to lie very ftrongly that way ; 
as one would guefs, by the Multitude of Pro- 
verbs in all Tongues, (Englifh, Latin, and 
Greek, but chiefly in the Laft) of which he 
has empty’d himfelf into thefe Differtations. 
And Tam the rather apt to think, that fach 
Works as thefe might thrive in his hands, 
becaufe the well executing em depends chie- 
fly on Two Qualities, which he muft be al- 
low’d to poflefs ; Application, and a Wil- 
lingnefs to be employ’d in fuch Sorts of Stu- 

dies 


I See 
Dr Bentley’s Differtation upon the 
dies, as only load the Memory, without im- 
proving the Underftanding. _ 
It is Another piece of Advice I fhould chufe 

to give the Dr, that he would, againft he 
writes next, make ufe of that Relation he has 
to a Court, fo far as to geta little Good Lan- 
guage, and Good Manners; without which; 
had he waded through all the Greek Scholia; 
and turn’d over every Lexicon extant, he 
would never write any thing that will either 
pleafe or aft. When he is making Reflections 
on Style, it is very proper, I think, that he 
fhould be well skill’d, not only inthe Tongue 
he writes of, but in that too which he writes 
in: elfe, he will only make Sport for his Rea- 
der, if while he is correcting a Fault in One 
Language, he himfelf makes Ten New ones in 
another. | 
And till he underftands his Own Tongue a 
little better than he does, he would do well 
to forbear Minting any New Words init ; 
which is the Work of Great Mafters, and a 
Privilege allow’d only to Writers of the Firft 
Rate, who know the Compafs of a Language, 
and fee thro’ all its feveral Beauties and Ble- 
mifhes. Sir Wikiam Temple may fay, Suffici- 
ency, and the World will fpeak after him: 
Indeed we are convinced from fome things 
that have come out a late, that there is fuch 
a mixture of Vanity, Indecency, and Igno- 
rance, in fome Mens Writings; as No One 
Word in our Tongue would perfectly an- 
fwer; and there was need of a New one 
therefore to exprefs it. But if Dr Bentley 
fhould 


— 
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fhould take the fame Liberty, he would be 
{ure tobe oppos'd in it; His Cozmentitious, 
and Putid, andVernacular, and. Negoce,.will be 
hifs’d off the Stage, as foon as they come on: 
For the Fine Speakers will never endure that a 
Man fhould take upon him to coin New 
Words, who deesn’t know how to ufe theOld 
ones, 

Another thing I mightily recommend to 
him, is, that when he next pretends to fix 
the Age of Greek Words, and. Phrafes, he 
would vouchfafe, among his other Greek 
Books, to read the Bible : leaft he fhould hap- 
pen to pronounce Some Modes of Speech to 
be of Late Date, which are familiarly to be 
met with in\thofe Sacred Pages. Forafter all, 
Should his knowledge in Greek Learning prove 
never fo great, yet it would not redound to 
his-honour as a Divine, to appear well read 
in all Sorts of Books, but thofe it beft be- 
comes him to be acquainted with, the Oldand 
New Teftament. .. 

1 am of Opinion too, that it would not be 
amifs, if for this Twelvemonth next to come, 
he read over Dr Hody’s Vow once every Morn- 
ing: “tis a Good One, and thofe.who pretend 
tounderftand Secret Hiftory tell us, it was 
made upona very Proper Occafion. I will 
infert it here, both for Dr Bentley’s Benefit, 
and Dr Ady’s Honour; who, it muft be 
own’d, has acted up to it always, as aright 


good-natur’d. Man, and an Excellent Scho- 
dar. 
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It is my Prayer to Heaven, 
That my Name may never appear in the Lift of Writers, 
Or that I may always write as becomes a Perfon , 
Of Ingennous and, Liberal Education, - 
Bad a Lover of found and ufeful knowledge ; 
A Searcher after Truth only, 
ene Without any Bitternefs.of Styles». + 
aa Good-naturd, Civil, and Candid ; 
fet So far from being dtfpos'd to any thing that 1s indecent, 
He : Als not to be provok’d to it ; 


ae In fhort; a Defpifer of Trifles Gp 


ae Next to this Short Vow of. Dr. Hody’s, 1 
Ue know no {mall Piece that will deferve his Re- 
flections better, than Lucian’s Lesiphanes (A). 

| If he would read it often; take the good Ad- 
| vice that Lucian gives there, of Sacrificing to 
the Graces, and to Perfpicnity (b)3 and fuffer 

tA: ie ome 


23} 


BS | “(#). Faxit Numen, : 

Ut vel xterno Ego filentio inter non fcribentes delitefcam, 
Vel femper, ut Virum /ngenuum, liberalis ae generofe 
Educhrionis ver aque Philofophie ftudiofum decet, 


, Scribam: 
~ Veritatis Unice Indagator, .. 
4 Abfque omni Styli acerbitate, 
a Mitis, Urbanus, Candidns, 


Ad id quod indecens eft adeo non pronus, ut lec meveridus: 
Nugarum denique Contemptor. 

In fine Pramon. ad Malalam. 
(a) Lexiphanes is the Name of a Famous Pedant, fond of Hard Words 
and Affetted Expreffions. Lacian, ita Dialogue of bis, gives a Vomit 
to him, and brings em all up, one after another. His Difeafe 4 excel- 
lently well defcri’d by Lucian in thefe words: Qubx anodes oie pbey- 
49s 0 ids Tis VOY @egsoLUAtYTUS KT AITBY, wes YALoV eTaY Hay 
Martye); Maspegav F yaorav, G Twn Ta adanonore-ouv]iers, Hy 
orsdlud mukusyG er abtis, os dk m usye vam EsviCot, ym xe 

Ossunds vouutua Tis Qwvas waggxorfor* Luc: in Lexiph. 
(b) Mdisgn 3 Que ras Xda? 1G TH Saglweig. Id. ibid. 
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fome Skilful Friend to adminifter to him the 
Emetic Draught there prefcrib’d,, it would do 
hima World of Service : by the help of this 
Phylick, and thefe Dire¢tions, well purfw’a, 
he might ia time become a found ‘Man agen: 
‘and “fpeak, and write like the reft’ of his 
Neighbours. 

But if he be too far gone in his Diftemper 
to have a Thorough Cure made upon him, 
yet at leaf it is very poflible, and very requi- 
fite, that he fhould advance {0 far towards it, 
as to purge his Style of ai} Infulting Unbeco- 
ming Terms, and Injurious Reflections - for 
if he carries on this Gritical Warin that Un- 
fouldierly Way he hath hitherto.done, and 
throws out his Rucenefles without Decency 
or Diftingtion, he may happen to draw fome 
Inconveniences upon himfelf that he is not 
awareof. > 

Efpecialy he fhould take care, when:the 
Angry Fit is upon him, not to vent it upon 
Great Bodies of Learned Men. A Single Wri- 
ter may be trampl’d upon now and then, and 
receive Correction from his Hand without 
endeavouring toreturnit: but among Nom- 
bers, there will always be found Some, who 
have Ability, and Inclination, and Leifre 
enough to do Themfelves and their Friends 
right upon the Injurer ; tho’ he were a Cham-’ 
pion of ten timesas much Strength and Prow- 
els, as Dr Bentley thinks himfelf to be,  Be- 
fides, Single Adverfariesdie, and drop off ; 
but Societies are Immortal: their Refentments 
are fometimes deliver’d down from hand to 
hand ; and when once they have begun witha 
u man 
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man,there isno knowing when they will leave 
him. © a 

*Twere well too, if he would think it a 
point of Prudence to obferve fome Meafures 
of Decency towards the Dead as well as the 
Living ; and not give himfelf that infufferable — 
Liberty of attacking their Reputation, and 
their Works, in hopes that no-body will be 
generous enough to ftand up in their behalf, 
and {peak for thofe, who cannot fpeak for 


_ themfelves. He has defy’d Phalaris. and usd 


him very courfely ; under the affurance, as he 
tells us, that he is out of his Reach *: Many 
of Phalaris’s Enemies thought the fame thing : 
and repented of their Vain Confidence after- 
wards in his Bul/. Dr Bentley is perhaps by 
thistime, or will fuddenly be fatisfied, that 
He alfo has prefum’d a little too much upon 
his Diftance: but "twill be too late to Repent, 
wien he begins to Bellow. _ s. 
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€'Since the third Impreffion of thefé Papers 
S was begun,there has fallen into my hands 
a view of the Controverfie between Dr Bentley 
and me, in order to the manifeftiag the incertitude 
of Heathea Chronology. The Author has been 
very diligent and Impartial in examining the 
Authorities on both fides ; and has’ drawn 
from each of us propér inftances to make 
good his opinion. J agree with him in his 
main conclufion ; and, as I am ready to make 
ufe of the light he has given me, to correct 
any miltakes of mine he has obferv’d, fo } 
fhall take the liberty to fet him right, where I 
think he has miftaken me, 


26 ; 


Where I fay, We arc fure Zaleucus was 2 View ?. 
Pythagorean. I mean’ no greater certainty 45° 


than may be warranted fiom the Authorities 
produce ; and | think the Pofitive affertions 
of good Anthors that exprelly fay Pythagoras 
and Zaleucus were Coternporaries, more cer- 
tainly prove that they were fo, than the dif- 
agreement of Writers about the age of Zalen- 
cus argues that they were not fo. The one’s 
a direct proof of what | advance, the other 
is fo remote and indirect, that tis only a con- 
jecture of the contrary. 


By thé -zndoubred Authority of Paufanias in v. p. 


the place alledged, I don’t mean, as the Au- 
thor of the View feems to underftand me, 
that °tis certainly to be tely’d upon againft 
Herodotus and Thucydides : but only-that his 
teftimony is exprefs and full as to the time of 
Zancle’s changing its name; whereas theirs is 
dubious and merely to be gueft at from other 
circumftances in Hiftory. As for thofe emi- 
nent Chronologers who, | fay, falt in with’ this 


Accoutit 


Ve ps 645 


Vy pe 6 igen 


Va pei70 
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account of Paufanias: they do, all agree, witht 
him in placing this) changeas highas Lcon- 
tend for.; though they don’t all, punctually, 
agree to fix it in the fame Olympiad. They all 
follow Paufanias (and pretend no other, Au- 
thority ) tho’ they either. do not read him, or 
don’t underftand him alike... Particularly 
Meurfius ( as well as Lydiat ).profeffes to fol- 
low him; thé he correéts what in one: place 
he thinks a falfe reading to. make hum agree 
with himfelf. . They. all put the change of the 
name early enough. to. juftihe, the, Letters 
againft Dr Bentley's exceptions; which was all 
the ufe ] hadto make of that paflage 1m Pau- 
[antas. : 

in the 140th page of my ;Book,,.where I 
fay, Thole learned men who have taken pains to 
iluftrate the Chronicon Marmoreum,bave,by, the 
concurrence of other Eiftoryes, plaialy flown that 
the time. of Sufario.. muft fall beemeew the 61 orb 
and 589th year before Chrift. » L have not. ex- 
prefs my felf fo. accurately,” sbut that my 
Reader. might eafily mifuuderftand me: butmy 
meaning is only this, That they who.have, ilu- 
frated the Marble, have plainly, fuomes, that the 
Epocha, to which Sufario.is.there refern.4s muft 
fall between the years 610 and..589, before the 
time of the fir? preaching of the .G ofpel. / 

Ina Marginal Note,. p. 166. 1 quote Eu/e- 
bins for putting Solon’s Archonfhip a year /a- 
rerthan Soficrares does; but, as this Gentleman 
obferves, I fhould have faid a year foover. 

He is pleas’d to tell me, J don't declare what 
eround J have for the affurance, with. which: I 
fay, pat the Alceftis of Phrynichus was ated 
before Olymp. 67. Perhaps Lexprefs’d my oh 
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too ftrongly .on .that.occafion: But fince I 
Cotemporary with Soiow, 
who was-Archon,Qlymp. 46; (I think I might 
reafonably prefume that, notwithftanding Sui- 
dass date, Phrynichus writ no Play fo late .as 
Olymp. 64, i:e, above 80 years after his Ma- 


had prowd. Thefpis, 


Wwe «K ~— 


ag i i ao ie _! iS 


fter Thefprs flouruh’d. 


Aftera -paflage;in Plato that I produce for sy ne, 


the antiquity. of Tragedy, I fay, the :reafon of 


Plato’s satroducing:it fhews,, he, thought Tragedy 
almoft as, antient- as Minos; 


But this Author 


upon confulting, Plato;finds that the-xrea[on ofthis 


introducing, it, iows, no \fuch thing 3 however, 
I, am.{till.of opinion it does. 
Socrates, how.men came to,have fuch an> opi-: 
nion of his Severity:: -Socrates tells him, the 
Trageedians fixt that Character upon ‘him, 


For A4inos sai 


for, Tragedy fayshe, is extremely antient in: 


Athénsy & Ce Now this obfervation upon the 
Antiquity of , Tragedy is not: very, pertinent ; 


methinks, .unlefs, he would: intimate, that; it? 


came in "quickly, after Adivos his time. 


At: 


leaft: he muft-mean thus much,, | think; that 


Tragedy is as,antient as the opinion that. had 


long prevail’d inthe, world concerning A4- 


nos his rigour; i.e. probably. beforethe Age 
of, Homer, .who. places him among the In- 


fernal Judges. 


He fays I miftake in attempting to prove Ve pe 7s. 


Tragedy Antient, by its being reckon'd among 


the funeral Joleennities performed l by the Athenians, 
at the Tomb of ‘Yhefeus. 


lownIdo,s and the 


Authority of. Scaliger | believe made me lefs 


careful than I ought to have been : 


He in his 


Book about Poetry hasthefe words..Trageedi. 10 
effe rem Antiquam conftat ex Eiftoriay ad 7 


ion 
If 
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Se namgue fepalchrum certaffe Tragicos leginus 
He quotes no-body for what he fays, and per- 
haps 'I was too hafty in’ not fally confidering 
the whole paflage of Plutarch in the Life of 
Cimon, relating to this matter. dati 
If I thowd allow my felf miftaken'itt’ alt 
thofe Inftances, wherein this Author thinks 
me {Q; yet they do not in’ the leaft affeé the 
main Argument I contend about.’ ' For what- 
ever ufe may be made of ’em to’ prove Chro-' 
nology uncertain,and me, among others, rif 
lead in the accounts of time T follow 3 “yet 
they do not leflen the force of any objections 
I have made'to Dr Bentleys reafonings again{t 
the Letters being genuine: which are. chiefly 
built upon fuch grounds, a8 this’Author ‘has 
prov’d, are not tobe rely’dupon. And if 
Dr Bentley himfelffhou’d,by the help of Chro-= 
nological Tables, and confronting one’: Au- 
thor with another, ‘bring new’ Authorities: to 
balance mine in fuch particulars pon which 
the ftrefS of the Caufe does’ ot depend = ‘he 
may thow perhaps, by that method, that I'am 
fometimes in the wrong : but'he will ‘never 
prove, that he’s inthe right:' And, at that 
rate, this Controverfie, which of it {elf is idle 
enough,will grow-fo dry and fruitlefs, that ho- 
body I believe will expect it fhou’d be conti- 
nued: at leaft, I dare fay, no-body will defire 
it fhou’d be continu’d in that heavy’ Bestleian 
way. If any Reader therefore ‘can beat the 
carrying on this Difpute any further) I-fancy 
he will be glad to have as many triflés as pof- 
fible cut off, and rather to havea view of the 
Dr's Picture-in Miniature, thah that it fhowd 
be again drawn out-at full length. 
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